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INTRODUCTION 

Oklahoma State University (U3U) through the College of Education 
Office ct Research and Projects ent.^red into a contract with the Creek 
Nation Tribal Authority, Okmulgee, Oklahoma during the spring of 1975 to 
conduct a census survey of the membership of the Creek Nation, Officials 
of the Creek Nation Tribal Authority wanted to develop a data base that 
would provide useful and relevant information about a variety -of social, 
educational, and economic needs of the tribal membership. This need 
evolved from a variety of factors and forces wh.ch culminate in the 
general concept of Indian self-determination and assistance through 
which the Federal government is providing significant sums of money to 
tribal units throughout the country to assist in the development of 
programs for the social and educational betterment of Indian people. 

It was determined through discussions between Creek Nation officials 
and OSU representatives from the Office of Research and Projects that 
through a cooperative effort on the. part of the professional staff in 
•che planning division of the Creek Nation and through expertise, 
facilities, and resources available at OSU the census survey instru- 
mentation, analysis, and interpretation could be developed, 

METHODOLOGY 

Following is a brief description of the general methodological 
approach utilized in this study, A brief overview of the instrumen- 
tation, sampling techniques, interview procedures and training, computer 
analysis techniques, and interpretation of the findings processes follows. 
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Development of the Instrument 

Through a cooperative effort on the part of the planning officers 
of the Creek Nation and :5taff of the OSU Office of Research and Projects 
a survey instrument was developed to gather data and information 
perceived to be important for the various developmental and planning 
project needs in the Creek Nation. Although the instrument (See Appen- 
dix A) went through several revisions, the final document consisted of 
36 items and used the individual household and/or the family as the 
unit of analysis. Provision was made on the survey instrument to 
identify the geographic location of the household by county, township, 
range, and section. These identifying variables make possible the 
further analysis of the data through computer mapping techniques 
although this procedure is beyond the scope of this report. 

In addition to defining residential status as urban (greater than 
2,500) or rural, a number of demographic variables relative to the 
status of the household surveyed were selected for study. These in- 
cluded such items as household income patterns, ownership status of 
the house, housing structure (e.g., number of rooms, heating/cooling 
system, type o^ water system, etc.),. family residents at this address, 
tribal language usage, voter registration, various social services 
being utilized by the respondent household (Indian Health Services, 
Bureau of Indian Affairs Services. Emergency Service utilization) etc. 

In addition to studying characteristics of individual households 
it was decided that information pertaining to individual household 
members was important. Thus a section of the survey instrument was 
added to gather data regarding each individual member of the household 
surveyed. Individual membership characteristics studied included 
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educational training, institutional enrollment, tribal affiliation, 
degree of Indian blood, employment patterns, occupational skills, job 
stability, and job location relative to home residence. 

Through discussions between Creek Nation officials and the OSU 
staff, revisions of the basic survey instrument were made which resulted 
in the final census survey document to be used by interviewers. While 
conducting the survey, interviewers used a coding list (See Appendix C) 
so that the responses to the :-.tems on the survey instrument could be 
coded for each household. 

Sampling Technique 

The Creek Nation of Oklahoma, formally known as the Muscogee Nation, 
I.T. , consists geographically of all or parts of 11 counties of the central 
part of northeastern Oklahoma (see Figure 1 next page). This includes 
all of Okfuskee, Okmulgee, and Creek counties; major parts of Wagoner, 
Muskogee, Macintosh, and Hughes counties; a major geographical portion 
of Tulsa county; ard small parts of Rogers, Mayes, and Seminole counties 
on the west. For purposes of this analysis eight county regions were 
used in the data analysis under the headings of Creek, Hughes, (in- 
cluding Seminole), Mcintosh, Muskogee, Okfuskee, Okmulgee, Tulsa, and 
Wagonei (including Rogers and Mayes) . 

The sampling process utilized in the present study was both sys- 
tematic and random. The process was systematic in that every township 
within the boundaries of the Creek nation was automatically included 
in the study. It was random in that the selection of households 
for the purpose of administering the survey instrument was accomplished 
by randomly selecting geographic units (sections ) within townships. 
This was done by generating, from a table of random numbers a number 
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fvom 1-36, each of which corresponded to all sections contained 
within a township. The specific -jteps in the sampling technique at 
this strata included: 

1. The selection of a number from 1-36 from any table of random 
numbers. 

2. Determining friDm tribal census and map records the eligible 
households contained within the designated township. 

Figure 2 below depicts a facsimile of a township while Figure 3 
shows the hypothetical location of the eligible households within 
a section of that township. 

Approximately 5,660 Creek Nation households were identified 
from a master list which was developed in the planning offices of 
the Creek Nation Tribal Authority. At the point in the sampling 
process when the section number by township had been determined, more 
informal criteria were employed to guide the selection of households 
for inclusion in th2 study. These criteria included accessibility to 
interviewers, representativeness of the household to the study char- 
acteristics of that region, etc. 

An attempt was made initially to select one-third or 1,880 of the 
households in the Nation. This ultimately held true in all counties 
except that portion of Tulsa County included in the Creek Nation. 
Approximately 20 percent of the eligible households in Tulsa County 
were included in the present study. The following breakdown shows 
the results of the household sampling selection, and interview process. 



Eligible households : 
One-third (1/3) sample: 
Actual (final) sample: 
Survey instruments 



5,664 
1,888 
1,700 



returned by interviewers: 
Usable returned: 



1,262 
1,225 
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Interview Procedures and Training 
Pilot cestincj of the survey instrument was conducted by adminis- 
tering it to professional staff in the Creek Nation Planning and Educa- 
tional Program Offices at Okmulgee. Every member of this pilot test- 
respondent group was a resident of the Okmulgee area and was generally 
familiar with the geographic and demographic composition of the Creek 
Nation. Upon revising the questionnaire to remove a number of the minor 
problems that arose, the OSU staff spent approximately one-half day 
thoroughly going through the questionnaire with the interviewers that 
were selected by the Creek Nation Planning Office. These interviewers 
consisted primarily of Indian people who were familiar with the geo- 
graphic and demographic makeup of the Creek Nation. 

Questionnaire Administration 
Upon the completion of training, interviewers were given the 
listing of households, addresses, adequate suz . ey instruments, and 
attendant coding lists to cover the sample list. Every effort was ' 
made by che individual interviewers to identify and visit .with the 
respective head-of-the-household in order to attempt to bring consis- 
tency tc the data collection process, in instances where this pro- 
cedure was deemed to be impossible and beyond the control of the 
interviewer within a reasonable time limit, then an adult household 
member who could respond in an authoritative and informed manner with 
regard to the census items was interviewed. All instruments were 
returned to the Creek Nation Office of Planning and Development for 
orderly filing before their return to OSU for data analysis. The 
interviewing and data collection process took approximately two months 
during the summer of 1975. 
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Data-Processing 

The completed usable Creek Nation Census Survey instruments were 
computer-processed for speed and accuracy. Upon receipt of question- 
naires, the results were entered on a Conversational Programming 
System (CPS) terminal. The entered responses were then printed out 
and verified. Necessary corrections were made and the data permanently 
stored on magnetic disks and tapes. 

For the purposes of this report, and as requested by Creek Nation 
officials,' only percentages and frequencies were reported by category 
within each variable. Tables were compiled to present data on each 
variable or item listed within the survey instruiTient (e.g., household 
income, housing status, financing of privately owned homes, etc.) 

Data Presentation 
As previously mentioned, the data is presented in a tabular 
format, through frequencies and percentages by categories. With 
one exception, the data collected for each variable are repeated three 
times under the following three individual modes: 

A. All membership or households combined, 

B. Urban vs. Rural, and 

C . Coun ty-by-Coun ty 

Thus the tcibles are printed out as Table la. Table Ib^ and Table Ic 
to coincide with these breakdowns of the variable analysis. 

The actual status of the entire Creek Nation (households cuid mem- 
bership) can only be generalized relative to the extent to which 
this sample data is accurate, so every attempt was made to draw a truly 
randoim sample through face-to-face administration of the survey by 
Creek Indian interviewers who were familiar with the Nation. 
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FINDINGS 
Households 

Household Income (Tables I a-c) 

There were 1,255 households considered in the income analysis. 
As shown in Tables I a-c approximately 66 percent of the Creek Indian 
Nation households generate an income of $6,000 or less. When analyzing 
this statistic on an urban versus rural basis, over 69 percent of the 
urban households generate an income of over $6,000 each. In the 
county-by-county analysis (Table Ic) . 80.5 percent of the Hughes 
county residents generate a household income of between $1,000 and 
S6,000. No households in the Mcintosh sample have collective incomes 
of over $10,000 while approxiinately 30 percent of the Okmulgee county 
and 45 percent of the Tulsa county households generate collective 
incomes of over $6,000. 

Housing Status (Tables II a-c) 

As depicted in Tables II a-c, over 55 percent of the households 
in the sample are partially or fully owned while nearly 40 percent 
are rented. Another significant statistic is in urban versus rural 
household ownershi ; with 52 percent of the urban households in the 
Creek Nation being rented while over 72 percent of the rural house- 
holds in the sample are at least partially owned. In looking at home 
ownership on a county-by-ccmty basis, over 80 percent of the Hughes 
county households in the sar < are at least partially or fully owned 
with nearly 70 percent of those indicating full ownership. Also, of 
note is the fact that 57 percent of the Tulsa county households in the 
sample are rental situations. 
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Financing of Homes (Tables III a-c) 

Information concerning the financing of privately owned homes is 
found in Tables III a-c. Of the 678 households in the sample where 
private ownership was indicated, 315 or over 46 percent indicated none 
the suggested modes of private financing, (e.g., Creek Nation Housing 
Authority Improvement Program; Farmer's Home Administration (FHA) 
other sources of federal support and private funding sources) . "None 
of the above" ranked first (46 percent) and all of the other afore- 
mentioned sources of financing of private homes totaled approximately 
54 percent of the total response. 

In the urban vs. rural analysis (Table III b) of the financing 
of privately owned homes in the Creek Nation there was a noticeably 
greater percentage of rural homes being financed from none of the 
sources suggested in the survey instrument. Nearly 26 percent of the 
homes in the sample got support from the Creek Nation Housing Authority, 
whereas only 8 percent of the urban households in the sample were in this 
category. In the county-by-county analysis, 84 percent of the Mcintosh 
county homes in the sample were receiving financing from sources other 
than those suggested, while 46 percent of the Hughes County homes in 
sample were being financed with Creek Nation Housing Authority monies 
A follow-up question might be to determine what sources of private 
fir icing were being used. 

Landlord of Rental Housing (Tables IV a-c) 

A significant majority of the households responding as rental 
situations were owned by private individuals as can be observed in 
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Table IV a. There seems to be no significant difference between urban 
vs. rural ownership of rental housing (Table IV b) . In the county- 
by-county analysis of financing of rental homes, 100 percent of the 
Wagoner County homes in the sample, 91 percent of the Muskogee homes, 
and 87 percent of the Creek County homes were privately owned. In- 
terestingly enough, 61 percent of the 18 Okfuskee County homes in 
this analysis are under Creek Nation Housing Authority ownership. 

^her interesting ownership situations relative to rental housing in 
the Creek Nation are shown in Table Vic. 

Housing on Restricted Land (Tables V a-c) 

As found in this study, less than 20 percent of the households 
in the Creek Nation were on restricted land (Table Va) , This situation 
was more pronounced with the urban households while rural households 
in the sample showed a more even distribution with nearly 40 percent 
on restricted land. In the county-by-county analysis, (Table Vc) 
housing on non-restricted land was predominantly found in Muskogee 
and Tulsa counties while Mcintosh county had the least number of houses 
in this sample on non-restricted land. 

Number of Rooms in Dwellings (Tables VI a-c) 

Nearly 29 percent of the Creek Nation household dwellings in this 
study had six rooms and over 33 percent contained five rooms. Fifteen 
percent of the houses contained more than six rooms. There apperared 
to be no significant difference between urban and rural dwellings 
in this study in terms of number of rooms pe. dwelling. The county- 
by-county analysis of dwellings revealed that more houses in the sample 
for Mcintosh county had fewer rooms (six or less) when compared to 
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the other households in the sample. Wagoner county had relatively 

more larger homes with 93 percent having five or more rooms (Table Vic), 

Household Heating System (Tables VII a-c) 

In analyzing the type of fuel or energy source used to heat 
households in the Creek Nation, natural gas was most widely used 
especially in all households combined and urban households. In the 
urban vs, rural analysis, however, LPG (Propane Gas) was used prac- 
tically as much as natural gas, and wood-coal was used in a significantly 
greater number of rural homes for heating purposes than was evident 
in urban households. In studying the county analysis, natural gas 
again was the most-used source of energy for all counties except 
Mcintosh where LPG (Propane) was first, natv.ra] gas second, and 
wood/coal third. 

Location of Bathroom Facilities (Tables VIII a-c) 

It was foxHid that nearly 96 percent of the households in this 
study bad bathroom facilities located indoors. When comparing the 
urban and rural households it was obvious that most outdoor bathroom 
facilities were found in rural situations. As can be seen from 
Table VIII b, only .67 percent of the urban households had outdoor 
facilities compared to nearly 10 percent of the rural households. 

Water Source of the Residence (Tables IX a-c) 

City water is the predominant source of water supply for house- 
holds in the Creek Nation as evidenced by this study. This is es- 
pecially true of urban households. (See Table iXb) Rural households 
also use well and rural water line sources to a significant extent. 
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This distribution of the supply source for water is highlighted in 
the county-by-county analysis wherein Creek and Mcintosh counties 
appear to have a fairly even distribution between city water, indi- 
vidual wells, and rural water line for the supply source of water 
for the individual households. 

Water System (Tables X a-c) 

For those households in the sample that indicated the use of 
individual wells as the source of water, over 76 percent indicated 
that it was pumped into the house, wh^.-e nearly 20 percent indicated 
that it still was not hooked up to the indoor plumbing. These facts 
are again highlighted in the county-by-county analysis in that Tulsa, 
Okmulgee, Wagoner, and Hughes counties show a high propensity to have 
well water connected and pumped into the house, while for the 31 
households in the Mcintosh county sample, nearly 36 percent still 
did not have a water source hooked up to the house. 

Time in Residence in Present Home (Tables XI a-c) 

In response to the question, "How long has this family lived at 
this address?", the five categories for respondents were a) one through 
12 months, b) one to two years, c) two to four years, d) four to ten 
years, e) over ten years. There appeared to be a fairly even distri- 
bution of tenure for household occupancy by the current family resi- 
dents. The percentages ranged from 15 percent in the one to two years 
category up to 26 percent in the over ten years category. For the 
rural households it becomes much more evident. fcfc^.t the family's time 
in residence was longer in duration (Table XI b) . Nearly 41 percent 
of ..the families in the rural households in the sample had resided 
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there over ten years while only 17.4 of the urban households in the 
sample had families living there over ten years. The urban-rural 
dichotomy is further shown in Table XI c when one looks at Hughes, 
Mcintosh, and Wagoner counties in relationship to l\ilsa and Muskogee 
counties (assuming the fonner to be rural areas and the latter urban) . 

Non-Regular Persons Currently Living at Residence (Tables XII a-c) 
There was a desire on the part of Creek planning officials to 
determine if non-family or non-regular household members were currently 
living at residences in the Nation. There appeared to be less than 
10 of the households in the sample containing residents who were not 
regular household members. There appears to be very little signi- 
ficant difference as to whether it is a rural household or an urban 
household as defined in this particular study. In the county~by-county 
analysis of non-regular persons living at that household, percentages 
range from 5.2 percent in Wagoner county or 3 households to 14.5 percent 
in Creek County or 12 households. 

Number of Non-Regular Household Members Living in Home (Tables XIII a-c) 

In following up on the non-regular household members as indicated 
in the previous section, of the 100 households which indicated non- 
regular members living currently at that residence, 41 indicated one 
person, 27 indicated two persons, and 17 indicated four or more persons. 
This trend seems to be somewhat more obvious or predominant in the urban 
households (Table Xllb) in that 75 percent indicated up to two members 
who were not regular residents of that address, while the rural house- 
holds indicated 55 percent of the households had up to two members who 
were not regular residents. 
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Frequency of Usq of Tribal Language in the Family (Tables XIV a-c) 

In this particular study 56 percent of the households indicated 
that the predominant tribal language was used seldom if ever at 
that residence. A total of 28 percent indicated that it was always 
or frequently used. An analysis of the urban vs. rural indicated 
that the urban household members seldom use the tribal language while 
49 percent of the rural households indicated the same. Also, 37 
percent of the rural households as compared to 22 percent of the 
urban households indicated frequent or sole use of the tribal language. 
As shown in Table XIVc 64 percent of the Hughes county households in 
the sample use the tribal language frequently while 65 percent of 
the Muskogee county households in the sample use it seldom or never. 
Households in other counties (e.g., Tulsa) tend to use the tribal 
language fairly infrequently. 

Number of Registered voters in the Household (Tables XV a-c) 

In this study 92.5 percent of the Creek Nation households 
indicated two or less registered voters. Over 25 percent of the 
households indicated no registered voters. Interestingly enough, 
over 45 percent of the rural households indicated two registered 
voters compared with 35.7 percent in the urban households. In the 
county analysis (Table XVc) there seem to be comparable statistics 
between each county throughout the analysis. 

Propensity to Use Indian Health Services (Tables XVI a-c) 

Approximately 32 percent of the household respondents indicated 
no use or infrequent use of the Indian Health Service. Over 36 percent 
indicated frequent or common use, while nearly 22 percent indicated 
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(K.:c.ir;ional usu of the Indian Health Services. As indicated in Table 
XVIb, there appeared to be greater use of Indian Health Services in 
rural households, particularly by Hughes and Mcintosh county respon- 
dents whereas urban household respondents tended to distribute their 
responses evenly over a scale from "always" to "never". 

Recent Use of Indicin Health ^Services (Tables XVII a-c) 

In following up on the frequency of the use of Indian Health 
Services by the members of the Creek Nation who participated in 
this study, nearly 60 percent of the respondents indicated that one 
or more of the household members had used Indian Health Services 
within the last year. This finding is somewhat predominant among 
rural household respondents (Table Vllb) and is highlighted in the 
county-by-county analysis by looking at Creek, Hughes, Okfuskee, 
Okmulgee and Mcintosh counties. 

Propensity to Use Bureau of Indian Affairs Services (Tables XVIII a-c) 

Over 41 percent of the households in the sample indicated that 
they never used the BIA services, while 17 percent indicated frequent 
or common use of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The governmental 
finding is nearly the same in comparison between the urban and the 
rural households in the sample, however, rural households tend to 
use the services of the Bureau more frequently. 

Recent Use of Bureau of Indian Affairs Services (Tables XIX a-c) 

Nearly 27 percent of the households sampled indicated use of the 
BIA services within the past year while 44 percent indicated that this 
question did not apply to their household. Again, these kinds of 
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findincjs are fairly comparable for the urban and rural houiieholds in 
the sample (Table XlXb) as well as within the county-by-county analysis 
(Table XIXc) . However, some attempt should be made to follow up on 
the finding to determine, within this fairly large percentage (43.84 
percent) of the total sample within this study, why the "does not 
apply" category is chosen so frequently. 

Organizations Utilized in Time of Emergency (Tables XX a-c) 

The last series of questions, wherein the household was used 
as the unit of analysis and the respondent was indicating an opinion 
with the family in mind, reflects a desire on the part of Creek 
Nation officials to determine the services or sources sought by the 
membership in time of emergency. The first question asked in this 
regard wae "What one organization do you (meaning this family) turn 
to most in time of emergency?" Nearly 60 percent of the respondents 
indicated that some other source, other than the BIA, the tribal 
offices, or some federally-sponsored agency was turned to in the time 
of emergency in the home. This was especially true of the urban 
households. Rural household respondents indicated that they tended 
to turn to the Bureau of Indian Affairs for help most often of the 
"non-other" agencies. Of interest in the county-by-county analysis 
for this question was the fact that Wagoner county respondents over- 
whelmingly (81 percent) turned to "other" sources for help in time of 
emergency, while Mcintosh county respondents tended to turn to the 
BIA for ehlp. 
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Ori|ani/.at i.on ' L\i rnod to in Tlnw? of Kmorgency Away from Home (Tables XXI a-c) 

As in thti preceding section, the "other'' category was most utilized 
in an emc'rcjency for most households when the family was awaj^ from 
home in t: Lme of emergency. No significant differences between urban 
and rural households relative this finding were discovered. This 
overall trend was magnified in uhe county-by-county analysis by the 
Tulsa and Wagoner county respondents, whereas the Mcintosh county 
sample r^^spondents indicated that they turned to the BIA and to ''other" 
sources with exactly equal frequency. 

Person Turned to in Time of Emergency at Home (Tables XXII a-c) 

Respondents overwhelmingly turned to a relative in time of emer- 
gency as indicated in Table XXIIa. This is somewhat more pronounced 
in the . ara-L households while in the urban households a "friend is cited 
as a source of help in time of emergency by nearly fourteen percent of 
the household members. In the county-by-county analysis, (Table XXIIc) 
there ii, .ery little difference between the urban-rural, or total 
sample responses, except that Wagoner county respondents almost ex- 
clusively (90 percent) turned to a relative for help in time of emer- 
gency when at home. 

Race of Friend Respondents Turned to in Face of Emergency (Tables XXIII a-c) 

Nearly 56 percent of the respondents indicated that they would 
turn to a friend of Indian descent in time of emergency while nearly 
12 percent indicated that their preference would be non-Indian. Over 
32 percent indicated that this question did not apply in their case 
and again follow-up information should be gathered on the meaning of 
this particular response. A tendency exists among rural respondents in 
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this study tio sitM:?k out dn rnditui perfion in tho t Imo of emercjoncy moro 
frequently than their urban counterparts (Table XXI lib) relative to 
the optiona presented by this question. This tendency is most pre- 
dominately shown in Okfuskee county (Table XXIIIc) whereas in Muskogee 
and Wagoner counties neither an Indian nor non-Indian friend seemed 
to apply in the case of seeking out help in time of emergency. 

Person Turned to in rime of Emergency Away^ From Home (Tables XXIV a-c) 

As was the case in the time of emergency when at home, respondents 
predominately turned to a relative for assistance when away from home. 
A friend or other sources of help are the other two most often mentioned 
responses. As noted in Table XXIVb, this relative distribution of 
responses seemed to be more pronounced in the rural setting. Among 
the urban household respondents nearly 16 percent indicated turning to 
a friend, whereas less than eight percent of the rural respondents 
turned to a friend in time of emergency away from home. The county- 
by-county analysis of this question is presented in Table XXIVc and only 
tends to reinforce the utilization of relatives for assistance in 
time of emergency when the family is away from home. 

Race of Friend Respondents Turn to in Time of Emergency Away From Home 
(Tables XXV a-c) 

Respondents indicated that they tended to seek help of friends of 
Indian descent when an emergency arose away from home. This finding 
appears to be even more pronounced if the emergency arose with a member 
of a rural household, while nearly 40 percent urban household res- 
pondents indicated that this Indicin or non-Indian option does not apply 
in their case. However, a majority (nearly 51 percent) of the urban 
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riiaporidontu indicated thoy would torn to an Indian friend. In studying 
the county-by-county analyaJb, Table XXV shows the "doofi not apply" 
trend wan moat pronounced in Wagoner and Muskogee counties and perhaps 
acjain follow-up should be conducted on what the pertinent reasons 
are for this particular answer. 

Individuals 

Following the questions asked by interviewers of household heads 
with regard to household or family characteristics, specific infor- 
mation relative to the personal characteristics of each individual 
household member was sought. The specific items of interest may be 
found beginning with page 181 of the survey instrument (see Appendix B) 

In this particular section, data were gathered on approximately 
4,290 respondents living in the 1,225 households included in this 
Creek Indian Nation census survey. In practically every case, the data 
was gathered through the response of the same person who submitted 
the answers for the household data, and as such, each individual 
household member was not specifically interviewed on a one-to-one 
basis with regard to their own personal characteristics. Thus the 
data, as presented, represent the responses of one individual, prac- 
tically always the head of the household, for all individual house- 
hold members. No attempt was made to validate those verbal responses 
through accessing personal files, tribal records, etc. 

The following is a presentation of that data as it pertains to 
the questions asked and the household members identified. 
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jl^^jliyy, Iiiviny in tho H ouMohold (Tab]t\s XXVI a-c) 

Out of tho 4,2»J0 memborM Idtintifiocl in thin particular uurvoy, 
only 271 hounohold mcmbors wore not cKu;wjified <v,i fathers?, mothers , 
nona, aud/or daughters (Table XXVIa) . Of this 217, 143 of tho total 
samplo woro classified as "other Porhaps seme follow-up on what 
constitute.s "other" should be undertaken. As shown in Table XXVIb, 
2,513 of the individual meiobers identified in this survey reside in 
urban households and 1,777 in rural households. Over 95 percent of 
the urban households and over 93 percent of the rural households 
consisted of the immediate family (father, mother, son, daughter), A 
display of these data on a county-by -county basis is depicted in 
Table XXVI c. 

Age of the Study Population (Tables XVII a-c) 

In gathering information on the relative age of the membership 
of the Creek Nation, eight categories of ages were used. Of the 
4,200 respondents included in this sample, 93,8 percent were found 
to be less than 65 years of age. The greatest frequency appeared in 
the six to twelve year olds and thirteen to eighteen year olds 
wherein approximately 33 percent of the total study population 
existed. Approximately 56.4 percent of the study population was less 
than 25 years of age, as found in this particular study. 

The urban vs, rural cinalysis (Table XVIIc) provided a further 
breakdown and showed the following findings. A total of 58.13 percent 
of the urban households contained members less than 25 years of age. 
Also O'-er 14 percent of the urban households contained preschoolers 
whilf. only 9 4 percent of the rural households did so. At the other 
extreme only 14 percent of the urban household members were over 50 
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yiuirn old whilo uvitj 22 inirciuit of th*? rurnl houjiohold nnfpomlf^rjtH 
wcjio ^.H ychua ol ai}v or oldut. In lUv county -by-county analyfjlti 
(Table? XVllc), many intttrotitintj comiJ^ir Ifionfi can bo made but it i« 
ojipecially intc^rostimj that in IWlrui county over 76 percent of tho 
household mombora in the study wore losia than 15 yoara of ago while? 
in Hucjhoji and Mdritosh counties over 41 percent of the houaohold 
respondent » werr> over 36 years of age. 

Educational Level of the Study Population (Tables XVIII a-c) 

In Tables XXVIII a-c the formal educational level of the study 
respondents is shown. Althoucjl. there is no indication of the res- 
pondents' age levels in relation to education it is shown in Table 
XXVIIIa that 993 of the members have at least a sixth grade education, 
783 members have at least a ninth grade education, and 834 out of 
the 4,295 respondents have at least a twelfth grade or high-school 
education. Since 588 household members responded *'does not apply" 
to these aforementioned and other (Table XVIIIa) levels of education, 
some study or follow-up of this situation might be in order. As one 
looks at the educational level of the study population on an urban 
vs. rural basis, it may be noted that a relatively higher percentage 
of the urban members, tend to complete more years of formal education 
than those from the rural households, in fact, that trend is also 
' ntinued in the county-by-county analysis in that Tulsa county resi- 
dents tend to show a greater frequency of membership in the categories 
suggested for higher levels of formal education than do the respondents 
from the predominantly rural counties such as Hughes, Mcintosh, etc. 
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all roiiiHJiiUi'iit ti ijutnhin.nl rtjul tMf .ill ..■ai f<|r-r leti (from Ct^i- 
liii-.H,... ..t Attoii.lrttMV tluougli l'oaL-Do<.-tor<»l .-itg.ly) rtti c.v,.,vh«Mmin.| 
Muiidi..i t..:jj.,>,al..'.i Moms not .ii>i)ly". TJ^i,., would indicHf no vnnwd 
U.M|it'r a, HUMtAiii«d attoncla»c« com|.l«Uon at tho hlyhor oOucatlon or 
lKjat.i....cu.ulary l.-vol. r\w qeoatvnt froqu.MH.-y of ronpondontn other 
than Lh... "doosi not apply" catce/ory was in tlio O-rtificatc- of Attendance 
cattnjury. Althoiujh thorij appejuod to bo no cjroat Hiqnif leant diffor- 
t«ncu, thia troi.u «f..„mod to be more? pronounced in tho urban population 
an indicated in Tablo XXIXb. More Asaociatc and Bachelors degrees 
appear to bo hold by Tulsa county residents, while the ^jroatest number 
of "dooa not apply" reapondc-nts re.sido in Mcintosh and Muskogee counties 
aa indicated in this particular study. 

curren t Educational Statut ; of the Study Population (Tables XXX a-c) 

As shown in Tables XXX a-c, 32.4 percent of the study population 
indicated current attendance in school and 90 or 2 . 1 percent indicated 
dropping out. There appears to be no significant difference when one 
looks at this on an urban vs. rural basis, (Table XXXb) or when these 
data are analyzed on a county-by-county basis (Table XXXc) . in Ok- 
fuskee county, 41 percent of the study respondents indicated current 
attendance in school while 69 percent of the Wagoner county respon- 
dents indicated that staying in school or the dropping out status 
did not apply in their case. Again these data are presented without 
regard to the age or formal educational status (e.g., kindergarten 
to secondary educational attendance) of the respondent. 
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Post-Secondary Institutional Enrollment (Tables XXXI a-c and XXXII a-c) 

As evidenced in Tables XXXI a-c and XXXII a-c an effort was 
made to determine what particular higher or post-secondary educational 
institutions in Oklahoma or out-of-state were being attended by the 
membership of the Nation. All of the higher-education or post-secondary 
education institutions in the state including the major universities, 
Oklahoma State University (OSU) and the University of Oklahoma (OU) 
the four-year colleges and universities, the junior and community 
colleges, and the area vocational-technical schools, as well as the 
OSU Technological Institute at Okmulgee were offered for the respondents 
to indicate current or past enrollment. 

As evidenced in Table XXXIa, this item did not apply to 3628 
or approximately 84.6 percent of the membership included in this 
study. A total of 87 ( 2 percent of the membership), had or were 
attending Oklahoma State University Technical Institute at Okmulgee, 
68 (1.6 percent) Bacone College, and 62 (1.5 percent) Northeastern 
Oklahoma State University. 

Shown in Tables XXXI b and c aie the responses for this item on 
an urban vs. rural basis and a county-by-coionty analysis. Table XXXIb 
shows that approximately 20 percent of the urban population had attended 
or were attending a post-secondary educational institution while only 
ten percent of the rural population either did not qualify or did not 
attend. 

Found in Table XXXII a-c is a similar analysis in which the res<- 
pondents were asked to indicate their second enrollment in a post- 
secondary education institution. Of course, this question does not 
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apply to a large percentage of the study population as many of those 
eligible for post-secondary education had attended or were enrolled 
in only their first institution. This item was included to assess 
the enrollment of the membership of the Nation in more than one 
institution. Though not within the scope of this study, this second 
enrollment could have occurred because of graduation from a first 
institution, a transfer, or for some other reason. As shown, primarily 
in Table XXXIIa, less than 200 (4.5 percent) of the study respondents 
indicated a second enrollment in a post-secondary education institution. 
Thirty-five of those respondents indicated second enrollment at 
Northeastern Oklahoma State University at Tahlequah. 

Major Tribal Affiliation (Tables XXXIII a-c) 

The major tribal affiliation of the respondents was the next 
item for review in this study. Tables XXXIII a-c contain responses 
to this item and as expected 57 percent of the study respondents in- 
dicated affiliation with the Creek Tribe. The second largest tribal 
affiliation in number were Cherokee (14 percent) . third largest was 
Choctaw, and fourth largest was Chickasaw. As shown in Table XXXIIIb 
a much larger percentage of Creek tribal affiliation is shown in the rural 
household membership while in the urban household membership less than 
one-half of the study respondents indicated Creek Tribal affiliation, 
with nearly 20 percent indicating affiliation with the Cherokee tribe. 
These tendencies are further highlighted in the county-by-county analysis 
in that Tulsa and Muskogee counties show a somewhat more even distribu- 
tion between Creek and Cherokee Tribal affiliation while in the more 
"rural" counties (e.g., Hughes, Mcintosh, Okfuskee, etc.) a much 
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greater affiliation with the Creek Indian tribe is shown. 

M inor Tribal Affiliation (Tables XXXIV a-c^ 

For those study respondents who share Indian blood between more 
than one tribe, the minor tribal affiliation was indicated and th 
data are presented as such in Tables XXXIV a-c. As exhibited in Table 
XXIVa, 64 percent did not possess minor tribal affiliation. This 
segment of the study population included those respondents who were 
either full-blooded or possessed no Indian blood, as shown in Table 
XXXIIIa. The predominant minor tribal affiliation of the respondents 
was the Seminole tribe (6.8 percent) followed closely by the Cherokees 
(6.5 percent). Similar comparisons can be made by studying Tables 
XXXIVb and XXXIVc which indicate the minor tribal affiliation of the 
respondents through an urban/rural and county-by-county analysis. 
Data found in those tables suggest that relatively fewer mixed-blood 
or non-Indian citizens of the Creek Nation reside in the more "rural" 
areas. 

Degree of Major Indian Blood (Tables XXXV a~c) 

As indicated in the series of Table XXXV and XXXVI over 55 per- 
cent of the respondents included in this sample retain Indian blood 
quantum of 50 percent or less while approximately 33 percent or 1,432 
respondents consider themselves of full Indian blood quantum. In 
the urban vs. rural analysis, Table XXXVb, over 51 percent of the 
respondents in this study are more than one-half Indian descent while 
barely 40 percent in the urban area households maintain this particular 
personal characteristic. In looking at this on a county-by-county 
basis as shown in Table XXXVc over 60 percent of the respondents in 
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the households in Mcintosh county are full-blood Indian people while 
only 21 percent of the Tulsa county respondents maintain this personal 
characteristic. Also of note is the fact that only 34 percent of the 
respondents in Tulsa county indicate more than one-half Indian blood 
quantum while over 71 percent of the Mcintosh and 59 percent Hughes 
county respondents indicate more than one-half Indian blood quantum. 

Degree of Minor Indian Blood (Tables XXXVI a-c) 

As depicted in Table XXXVI a-c, data pertaining to the degree 
of minor Indian blood for members of the study population were gathered. 
A total of 2^694 study respondents were included in this analysis. 
Some 9.5 percent of the respondents indicated 8/8 or "full blood" 
for this item which defines them as full blood Indian of non-Creek 
Tribal affiliation. Also, as might be expected 86.6 percent of the 
respondents indicated Indian blood quantum of 50 percent (one-half 
or less). In the urban vs. rural analysis an even more pronounced 
emphasis of this trend was revealed in that nearly 90 percent of the 
urban household respondents indicated one-half Indian blood quantum 
or less while 82 percent of the rural household respondents indicated 
this personal characteristic. This trend was most promounced in the 
Tulsa, Wagoner, Okfuskee, and Muskogee counties. 

Total Degree of Indian Blood (Tables XXXVII a-c) 

As indicated on the survey instrument (Appendix B) the data 
gathered for each respondent in the preceding two sets of tables, 
the total degree of Indian blood was to be determined by adding major 
tribal affiliation blood quantum and minor tribal affiliation blood 
quantum to arrive at total degree of Indian blood. A total of 333 
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or 7.7 percent of the study population indicated no Indian blood 
quantum while 53.7 percent of the study population indicated full 
or 8/8 Indian blood quantum. There tended to be a greater degree 
of Indian blood quantum possessed by study respondents in the rural 
areas as shown in Table XXXVIIb, while 37.7 percent of the respondents 
in the urban households indicated h or less Indian blood. In the 
county-by-county breakdown. Table XXXVIIc, the greatest full blood 
population was found in Mclntire county. Also, Hughes, Okfuskee 
and Okmulgee county respondents indicated a majority of full blood 
Indian citizens. The greatest number of non-Indian blood quantum 
citizens was found in Wagoner (14.9 percent) and Muskogee (12.9 percent) 
counties as evidenced by these data. 

Understanding the Tribal Language (Tables XXXVIII a-c) 

The next item for review was that of "understanding the tribal 
language." Of course, a broad interpretation of the definition of 
"understand" is possible here; although survey interviewers were 
instructed to define the term to respondents in the context that the 
prevalent tribal language was used (spoken) well enough by an indi- 
vidual household member to communicate their wishes, desires, intentions, 
needs, etc. A total of 61 percent of the respondents indicated no 
understanding while nearly 39 percent indicated that they did under- 
stand the relevant tribal language for that household. As shown in 
Table XXXVIIIb a more even distribution in the rural household is 
shown in terms of understanding the tribal language, however the "do 
not understand" respondents still outweigh the respondents who indicate 
an understanding of the tribal language by approximately 57 to 43 percent. 
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Of note in Table XXXVII Ic is the fact that more respondents from 
Hughes, Mcintosh, and Okfuskee counties indicated that they do 
understand the tribal language than those that do not, particularly 
in Hughes county. In the remaining five counties the opposite 
trned is evident particularly among the Tulsa and the Wagoner county 
respondents. 

Responden ts that Speak the Tribal Language Fluently (Tables XXXIX a-c) 

In following up on understanding the tribal language, as shown 
in Tables XXXVIII a-c, information was sought regarding respondents 
speaking the tribal language fluently. m all cases, and not with- 
standing the manner in which the data was analyzed, the response was 
weighted heavily in favor of not speaking the tribal language fluently 
in the household. A tendency to speak the tribal language fluently 
by rural respondents was noted particularly in Hughes-Seminole county. 
The term "fluently" may have been subject to interpretation, but in 
no county did the ''yesses" outweigh the "noes." 

Tribal Town Affiliation (Tables XL a-c) 

The tribal town affiliation of the membership studied in this 
project was the next desired piece of information. Thus, in Table 
XL a-c, the appropriate tribal towns as indicated by Creek planning 
officials, and included in the survey instrument for selection by 
respondents, are included. The number of respondents indicating their 
affiliation with the respective and pertinent tribal town is shown 
in Table XLa. This ranges all the way from no affiliation for three 
of the listed tribal towns to 132 members or 3.1 percent of the study 
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respondents indicating affiliation with Tokebachee. Also of note 
was the fact that over 33 percent of the study respondents did not 
know, while over 30 percent indicated no tribal town affiliation. 
The "do not know" or "none" response was more predominant among the 
urban respondents than the rural ones as indicated in Table XLb, 
The percentages for the "do not know" range from 11 percent in Hughes 
county to nearly 60 percent in Creek county while those study res- 
pondents indicating "no tribal affiliation" range from 11.4 percent 
in Hughes-Seminole county to 41 percent of the respondents in Muskogee 
county. Other interesting comparisons related to tribal town affilia- 
tion of the study population can be observed in Table XLc. 

Membership Contribution to Household Income (Tables XLI a-c) 

As shown in Table XLI a-c, over 59 percent of the respondents 
do not contribute to household income. The data are nearly the same 
for urban households when compared to rural households in Table XLIb, 
In the county-by-county analysis all counties exhibit a somewhat 
similar pattern in the contribution to household income except for 
Mcintosh county wherein approximately 53 percent of the study res- 
pondents indicated contribution to household income. No information 
or data is presented with regard to the age, educational level, or 
other pertinent characteristics which might have some bearing on 
individual respondents actively contributing to the total household 
income. 

Type of Employment of Study Respondents (Tables XLII a-c) 

The four types of employment status of the respondents utilized 
for the study included: a) self-employed, b) employed, c) un- 
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^ployed, d) retired, and e) does not apply. As might be expected. 

fiearly 60 percent of the study respondents indicated that the question 

( 

^id not apply. Again, it is beyond the scope of this study to relate 
this information to the age, educational level, or occupational skills 

training of the respondents. However for the 1.722 respondents 
^ho indicated that this item did apply to them 1..028 (59.7 percent) 
^ere employed, 102 (5.9 percent) were self-employed, 374 (21.7 percent) 
defined themselves as unemployed while 218 (12.7 percent) of the 
Respondents chose the retired category. 

In studying the types of employment of the respondents on our 
^^han vs. rural basis it can be noted from Table XLIIb that nearly 
^8 percent of the urban respondents chose "did not apply" compared 

over 60 percent of the rural respondents. Of the 1,032 urban 
Respondents that chose categories other than "does not apply, 67.25 
Percent were employed and 18.7 percent defined themselves as unemployed, 
"^here is a notable shift in the rural respondents in that 48.1 percent 

the non-'does not apply respondents were employed while a 
Significantly higher percentage (26.23) of the rural respondents defined 
themselves as unemployed. In observing the types of employment of 
^he respondents on a county-by-county basis it may be observed that the 
highest percentage of employment by the non-"does not apply*' respondents 
'^^y be found in Tulsa county (77.23 percent) while the highest un- 
^ployment rate as defined by the study respondents is found in Okfuskee 
^^8.33 percent). Hughes (30.68 percent), and Mcintosh (29.31 percent) 
^^unties. 
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Amount of Employment of the Respondents (Table XLIII a-c) 

The categories offered the study respondents In terms of the 
amount of employment included a) part-time, b) full-time, and 
c) does not apply- Approximately 72,4 percent of the study respondents 
chose the "does not apply" category leaving 1,149 respondents in 
the study who are employed either part-time or full-time. A total of 
986 (85.8 percent) of those respondents suggested full-time employ- 
ment leaving 163 (14.2 percent) involved in part-time employment. 

In the urban vs. rural analysis (Table XLIIIb) this item did 
not apply to an even greater number of study respondents in the rural 
sector. Also, more urban respondents are involved in full-time em- 
ployment than rural respondents (87.1 percent compared to 83.3 percent). 

As shown in Table XLIIIc in the county-by-county analysis this 
item did not apply to a large number of study respondents particu- 
larly in Mcintosh, Hughes, Okfuskee and Wagoner counties. Of the 
502 respondents in Tulsa county to which this item did apply 445 
or nearly 90 percent of the employed respondents are full-time em- 
ployees. 

Occupational Skills of the Respondents (Tables XLIV a-c) 

• As shown in the appendixes and also in Tables XLIV a-c several 
occupational skill areas were suggested as choices for respondents 
in this particular survey. These range from industrial and semi- 
skilled labor categories to education, office, health, and social 
science occupational skills. As shown in the appendixes, examples 
of the types of jobs or skill categories that correspond to each 
of the categories in the Ta:->les XLIV a-c are given and the reader is 
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invited to make these comparisons. A total of 2 800 study respondents 
indicated that this item did not apply to their occupational skill 
status, while 1,418 respondents or approximately 33.6 percent of those 
interviewed indicated that at least one of these categories reflected 
their occupational skill. Of these, the industrial category received 
the most attention, in that 299 or 7.9 percent of the study respon- 
dents indicated occupational skill in the industrial area which rep- 
resents over 21 percent of the "does not apply" respondents for this 
item. A greater percentage of the rural respondents indicated that 
this question did not apply to them than did the urban respondents. See 
Table XLIVb) As might be expected, a greater percentage of urban 
respondents also indicated that the office, service, and construction 
areas were their occupational skills, while rural respondents indicated 
the classification of industrial labor or disabled more often. These 
data are presented in a county-by-county distribution in Table XLIVc 
and the reader and user of this report is invited to make relative 
comparisons, with respect to the county-by-county occupational skill 
of interest. 

Length of Time on Present Job or School (Tables XLV a-c) 

Some 2,828 study respondents indicated that the length of time 
they had been on their current job or school assignment did not apply. 
This left 1,357 study respondents who indicated they were presently on 
a job or in school. The distribution in terms of tenure was fairly 
even over the age time period ranges indicated in Table XLVa. A total 
of 273 of the 1,357 (20.11 percent) respondents who indicated they 
had a present job or school status chose the 2-5 year range while the 
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smallest percentage (11.2 percent) chose the 7-12 month range. In 
studying the length of time on the present job or school, there appeared 
to be more stability in the rural respondents since of the 530 indi- 
viduals to which this item directly applied, over 44 percent indicated 
that they had been in this status for more than 6 years while only 
28.8 percent or 238 out of 827 respondents in the urban setting in- 
dicated that status- In the urban setting 21.3 percent or 176 out of 
827 of the respective respondents to which this question applied had 
held that present job or school position for less than 6 months. Like 
comparisons can be made by observing Table XLVc containing these data 
broken down by county. 

Respondents with a Physical Handicap (Tables XLVII a-c) 

The last item of information gathered for analysis in this census 
type survey was related to respondents with a physical handicap. 
The vast majority, of course, indicated no physical handicap as evi- 
denced in Table XLVIIa. The particular definition for handicap used 
in this study took in a wide range of physical impariment3 or hindrances 
that would affect one's daily movement both in work and around the 
household. There seemed to be a greater preponderance of people in- 
dicated in tho rural areas of the Creek Nation with physical handi- 
caps and this is particularly obvious when one observes the county- 
by-county analysis (Table XLVIIc) in Hughes-Seminole, Mcintosh, and 
Creek counties. Tulsa and Muskogee county respondents revealed some- 
what the opposite status among the study population in that nearly 96 
percent and 95 percent, respectively, of those interviewed suffered no 
physical handicap. 
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CO*: :losion 

Through a contractual arrangement between t>.e Oklahoma State 
University College of , duration, Office of Research and Projects and 
the Creek Nation Tribal Authority of Okmulgee, Oklahoma, a census 
survey of the membership of the Creek Nation was conducted. Data 
were collected on a variety of "selected social, educational, and 
economic characteristics of the tribal membership. These data were 
gathered primarily through interviews in which an interviewer recorded 
the responses of the heads of households on the survey instriament. 
After the interviewers were chosen from the Creek Nation Tribal 
Authority staff, a half-day training workshop in interviewing pro- 
ced. . ^ given by representatives of OSU and the Creek Nation 
Planning Office. Interviewees were heads of households of the 
selected sample of households in the nation. Of the 5,664 eligible 
households, a one-thrid sample of 1,888 households was drawn from 
a master list. Actual, usable returns for computer analysis amounted 
to 1,225 questionnaires. 

The data were computer processed for speed and accuracy on the 
OSU IBM 360/65 systems. Data were collected and analyzed on the 
household as well as individual family members residing in those 
households at the current time of tne interview. The final results 
cire presented in three formats: 

A. All households and members combined, 

B. An urban versus rural analysis, and 

C. A CO unty-by- county analysis. 
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As moar^ured in this study, over half of the Creek Nation house- 
liolds earn an income of $6,000 of less. The total household income 
tends to be lower in rural areas. Nearly 40 percent of the Creek 
Nation ht^useholds occupy housing on a rental basis although over 72 
percent of the rural households in this study occupy housing that is 
at least partially owned. About half of the Creek Nation households 
are financed somewhat equally from Creek Nation Housing Authority, 
Farmer's Home Administration and other sources of federal support. 
The rest of the home owners, approximately 46 percent, report that 
othf^r sources of financing private homes were used. Less than 20 
percent of the households surveyed in this study were found to be 
on restricted land. In investigating the dwelling itself, nearly 
29 percent of the Creek Nation households contain at least six rooms^ 
and 33 percent contained five rooms. Natural gas was the most pre- 
valent energy source used in Creek Nation households. It was also 
found that nearly 96 percent of the households in the study had 
bathroom facilities located indoors. For all households combined 
the predominant source of water supply was a municipal or city water 
system, although rural households also used well and rural water 
line sources to a significant extent For those households in the 
sample that indicated the use of individual wells^ over 76 percent 
indicated that it was plumbed into the house while nearly 20 percent 
indicated outdoor plumbing. 

In reference to how long household residents had lived in ther 
present dwelling, it was found that nearly 41 percent of the families 
in rural households had resided at the same address over ten years 
as compared to only 17.4 percent for the urban household families 
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Of the 100 households in this study indicating non-regular members 
currently living at that residence, 41 indicated one person, 27 in- 
dicated two persons, and 17 indicated four or more persons who were 
not regular household members. 

Fifty-six percent of the households indicated that the predominant 
tribal language was seldom, if ever, used at that residence, while 
a total of 28 percent indicated that it was always or frequently used. 

In the area of voter registration, 92.5 percent of the households 
included in the study indicated two or less registered voters at that 
address, with regard to the use of services available to the member- 
ship, 32 percent of the respondents indicated little or no use of 
Indian Health services, of those who had used these services, nearly 
60 percent indicated utilization of Indian health services within 
the past year. 

Over 41 percent of the households respondents indicated no use 
of BIA services, while 17 percent indicated frequent or common use 
of the BIA. Of those who had used BIA services, 27 percent indicated 
use of the BIA within the past year while 44 percent indicated this 
question did not apply to their household. 

A series of question was asked of household members with regard 
to services utilized in time of emergency. The majority of the respon- 
dents (60 percent) indicated that some source other than the BIA^ 
tribal offices, or some federally-sponsored agency was turned to in 
time of emergency in the home. This was especially true of urban 
household respondents whereas rural household respondents indicated 
that they tended to turn to the BIA for help more often. Persons 
overwhelmingly indicated that they turned to a relative in a time of 
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emergency when at home and 56 percent of the respondents indicated 
that they would turn t- a friend of Indian descent in the time of 
emercjoncy at home as well as away from home. 

Following the questions asked by interviewer:; of the house- 
hold heads with regard to household or family characteristics, specific 
information on the personal characteristics of each individual house- 
hold member was sought. Data were gathered on approximately 4,290 
respondents living in the total 1,225 households included in this 
survey. It was found that 93.8 percent of the household members was 
less than 65 years of age and 56.4 percent was less than 25 years of 
age. Although there was no indication of the respondents* age level 
in relation to the education attained,, of the 4,295 in this survey, 
993 were enrolled in kindergarten through sixth grade 783 were in 
junior high (grades 7-9) and 834 were in high school (grades 10-12). 
Of those who had earned a post-secondary degree, over 80 percent in- 
dicated that they held a certificate of attainment or associate of 
arts degree. Of the 1,477 respondents to whom the current educational 
status question applied, only 90 or slightly over 6 percent indicated 
that they had dropped out of school. The question regarding post- 
secondary institutional enrollment was asked of all respondents to 
whom it applied, and it was found that all higher education or post- 
secondary education institutions in the state had enrollments from the 
Creek Natior|, 

As expected, the major tribal affiliation of the respondents was 
the Creek tribe, with the second largest tribal affiliation being the 
Cherokee tribe (14 percent), with regard to the question of degree 
of Indian blood, over 55 percent of the respondents included in the 



study were found to possess Indian blood quantum of 50 percent or less, 
while approximately 33 percent considered themselves full Jblood. 

Answers to the question regarding the understanding and use of 
the tribal language showed that 61 percent of the respondents indi- 
cated no understanding while nearly 39 percent indicated that they 
did understand the tribal language of that household, with regard to 
speaking the native language fluently, the response data indicated 
that the majority of the individuals did not speak the tribal language 
fluently. 

When asked about tribal town affiliation the largest percentage 
of those responding did not know their tribal town affiliation, of 
those who did know, the largest percentage <3.1) of the total population 
indicated affiliation with Tokebachee, with the rest of the responses 
evenly distributed among other tribal towns. 

With regard to the data on employment and contribution to house- 
hold income, over 59 percent of the respondents did not contribute to 
household income. For the 1,722 respondents who indicated employment 
status, 59 percent were employed by other than self, 6 percent were 
self-employed, and nearly 22 percent defined themselves as unemployed. 
Also, nearly 86 percent of the respondents to whom this question 
applied indicated that they were employed on a full-time basis. 

For those who were employed, several occupational skill areas 
ranging from industrial and semi-skilled labor to education, office, 
health, and social science occupational skills, were presented in 
order to determine the types of skills possessed by the respondents 
(See Appendix C ) . The major occupational category chosen by the 
1,418 respondents to whom this question applied, was the industrial 
category of employment, with nearly 8 percent of the responses. 
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Data regarding the length of time on the present job or attendance 
in school showed that there appeared to be more stability among the 
rural respondents since over 44 percent indicated that they had been 
in the same job or school situation for more than 6 years. Only 29 
percent of the urban respondents indicated this status. 
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Table la 
HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
All Households Combined 



No 4 X 



500 - 1,000 32 6.69 

IrOOO - 2,000 11^64 

2,001 - 3,000 199 16.25 

3,001 - 6,000 31.02 

6,001 - lOrOOO 2J4 19.10 ' 

10,001 - 15,000 11.10 

OVER 15,000 44 3^^^ 

MISSING 15 • 1^22 



TOTAL 1225 

I 
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TABLE I b 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
URBAN vs RURAL 



URBAN RURAL 
No. 7. No. 



500 - 


1 ,000 


34 


4.58 


48 


9.94 


1,000 - 


2,000 


68 


9.16 


77 


15,94 


2,001 - 


3,000 


108 


14.56 


91 


18.84 


3,001 - 


6,000 


237 


31.94 


'l43 


. 29.61 


6,001 - 


10,000 


153 


20.62 


81 


16.77 


10,001 - 


15,000 


102 


13.75 


34 


7.04 


OVER 15, 


000 


36 


4.85 


8 


1 .66 


MISSING 




4 


0.54 


1 


0.21 



TOTALS 742 
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TABLE I c 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
BY COUNTY 



CREEK 



HUGHES 



Mcintosh 



MUSKOGEE 











'JL 


No. 




No. 






300 - IrOOO 


1 


1.2 


10 


B.5 


10 


10.3 


13 


6.2 


a 


1,000 - 2f000 


9 


10,8 


32 


27.1 


. 25 


25.8 


27 


12.9 


9 


2»001 - 3i000 


16 


19.3 


28 


23.7 


27 


27.8 


28 


13.3 


17 


3»001 - 6r000 


27 


32.5 


35 


29.7 


20 


20.6 


71 


33.6 


32 


6f001 - lOfOOO 


20 


24.1 


10 


8.S 


IS 


13.5 


44 


21,0 


6 


IOpOOI - 1S»000 


10 


12.0 


3 


2.5 


0 


0. 


• 21 


10.0 


4 


OVER 13 f 000 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 


0 


0. 


6 


2.9 


1 


MISSING 


0 




0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 














97 




210 




75 



I 



I 



TABLE I c 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
BY COUNTY 



Mcintosh muskogee okfuskee ""okmulgee tulsa 

















No. 


y 

fm 


no . 


V 


No. 


X 


8 • S 


10 


10,3 


13 


6.2 


6 


8.0 


11 


8.2 


26 


6.0 


4 


6,9 


27.1 


. 25 


25.8 


27 


12.9 


9 


12,0 


12 


9.0 


22 


5,1 


S 


8,6 


23.7 


27 


27.8 


28 


13,3 


17 


22.7 


27 


20.1 


46 


1 

10.6 


9 


IS. 5 


29,7 


20 


20.6 


71 


33.8 


32 


42.7 


43 


32.1 


136 


31,3 


IS 


25.9 


8.5 


15 


15,5 




21.0 


6 


6.0 


15 


11.2 


101 


23,2 


19 


32.8 


2.5 


0 


0. 


• 21 


10.0 

1 


4 


5.3 


19 


14.2 


71 


16.3 


5 


8.6 


0. 


0 


0. 


6 


2,9 


1 


1.3 


6 


4.5 


30 


6,9 


0 


0. 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


1 


.7 


3 


.7 


1 


1,7 
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TABLE I la 

MOUSING STATUS 
(Home ownership ) 
All Households CombxnecJ 





No» 




FULLY OWNED 


556 


45.39 


PARTIALLY OUNEH 


121 


9.88 


RENTED 


487 


39.76 


OTHER- 


60 


4.90 


MISSING 


1 


0,08 



TOTAL 1225 
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TABLE lib 

HOUSING STATUS 
(Home ownership) 
URBAN vs RURAL 



URBAN . RURAL 



No. 



FULLV OWNED 


270 


36.39 


286 


59.21 


PARTIALLY OWNED 


58 


7.82 


63 


13.04 


RENTED 


391 


52.70 


96 


"19.88 


OTHER- 


oo 


2.96 


38 


7.87 


MISSING 


1 


0. 13 


0 


0.00 


TOTALS 


742 
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TABLE lie 

HOUSING STATUS 
(Hoflie owri»r«ihxp> 
BY COUNTY 

CREEK HUGHES McINTOSh" SlJSKOGEE OKFUSKEE 

"ToV'x' "ilST'"!'* ""Nor""T 'no. X No. X 

FULLY OUNED 54 65.1 92 69.5 37 3B.1 100 A7.6 44 58.7 

PARTIALLY OUNED 4 4.8 13 11.0 9 9.3 4 1.9 9 12.0 

RENTED 23 27.7 20 16.9 17 17.5 104 49.5 18 24.0 

OTHER 2 2.4 3 2.5 34 33.1 2 1.0 4 3.3 

HISSING 0 0. % 0 0. 0 0. O^^^O. O^^^O.^^ 

TOTALS 83 118 97 " 210 75 
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TABLE lie 

HfJUSINC SrAUJf) 
(Hoii»ef ownwrfchip) 
BY COUl^TY 



rtcINTOSH .luiKOGie OKKUSKEE OSttULGEE TULSA UAGNER 



No* 




No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


37 


38. 1 


100 


47.6 


44 


58.7 


75 


56.0 


124 


28.5 


32 


55.2 


9 


9.3 


4 


1 .9 


9 


12.0 


15 


11.2 


54 


12.4 


12 


20.7 


17 


17.5 


104 


49.5 


18 


24.0 


38 


28.4 


249 


37.2 


12 


20.7 


34 


35.1 




I .0 


4 


5.3 


<S 


4.5 


e 


1.8 


1 


1.7 


0 


0» 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


1 


1.7 


97 




210 




75 




134 




435 
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TABLE Ilia 

FINANCING OF PRIUATELr' OWNED 
All Households Combined 



HOMES 



No. '/. 

CREEK NATION 117 17.26 

HIP 2 0.29 

FHA 44 6.49 

OTHER FEDERAL 56 8.26 

PRIVATE FUNDING 144 21.24 

NONE OF THESE 315 46.46 

MISSING 0 0.00 

TOTAL 678 
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TABLE I I lb 



FINANCING 


or PRIiv^ATELY OWNED 


HOMES 




• 


URBAN vs 


RURAL 










URBAN 




DJ IDAl 




No. 




No. 


7. ■ 


CREEK NATION 


27 


8.21 


90 


2^,79 


HIP 


0 


o.oc 


2 


0.57 


FHA 


33 


10.03 


11 


3.15 


OTHER FEDERAL 


44 


13.37 


12 


3.44 


PRI«^ATE FUNDING 


100 


30.40 


44 


12.61 


NONE OF THESE 


125 


37.99 


190 


54.44 


MISSING 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


TOTALS 


329 




349 
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TABLE IIIC 

FINANCING OF PRIVATELY OWNED HOMES 
&Y COUNTY 



CREEK HUGHES McINTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUS, 





No. 




No. 




No. 


y. 


No. 


% 


No. 


CREEK NATION 


18 


31.0 


44 


46.3 




4.3 


4 


3.8 


17 


HIP 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


FHA 


1 


1.7 


2 


2,1 


0 


0. 


2 


1.9 


5 


OTHER FEDERAL 


2 


3,4^ 




2.1 


1 


2.2 


15 


14.4 


4 






1/ *£. 


4 


4,2 


4 


8»7 


24 


23.1 


9 


tiOHZ OF THESE 


27 


A6.6 


43 


45.3 


39 


84.8 


59 


56.7 


18 


MISSING 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0* 


0 - 



TOTALS SS 95 Ai 104 



70 



ERIC 



TABLE IIIc 

ING OF PRIVATELy OWNED HOMES 
f<Y COUNTY 



^INTOSH MUSK-OGEE OKFUSKii OKmLclE TuLll' 



UAGNER 















No. 




No. 




No. 




2 


4.3 


4 


3.8 


17 


32.1 


2J 


23.3 


6 


3.4 


2 


4.4 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 


2 


2.2 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


2 


1.9 


5 


9.4 


3 


3.3 


29 


16.3 


0 


0. 


1 


2.2 


15 


14.4 


4 


7.5 


2 


2.2 


28 


15.7 


2 


4.4 


A 
•» 


O « / 


24 


23.1 


9 


17.0 


18 


20.0 


65 


36.5 


8 


17.8 


39 


34.8 


59 


56.7 


18 


34.0 


44 


48.9 


50 


28.1 


33 


73.3 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 




)6 




104 




53 




90 




178 




43 





50 



TABLE IVa 
LANDLORD 'OF RENTAL HOUSING 
All Households Combined 



No. % 



PRIVATE 

CREEK NATION 39 

OTHER FEDERAL 42 9. 62 

NONE OF THESE 33 

MISSING Q 

I 

TOTAL 487~~" 



76.59 
8.01 



6.78 
0.00 



o 72 
ERIC 



51 



TABLE IVb 
LANDLORD OF RENTAL HOUSING 
URBAN vs RURAL 







URBAN 




RURAL 


No. 


7. 


No. 


■/. 


PRIVATE 


305 


78.01 


68 


70.83 


CREEK NATION 


28 


7.16 


11 


11.46 


OTHER FEDERAL 


41 


10.4? 


1 


1 .04 


NONE OF THESE 


17 


4.35 


16 


16.67 


HISSING 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


TOTALS 


391 




96 





73 

o 

ERIC 



4 



'i'ABLE IVc 
LANDLORD OF RENTAL HOUSING 

^fY COUNTY 



CREEK HUGHES McINTOSH MUSKOGEE ""oKFUSKEe'"' 





No, 


7. 


No. 


y. 


No, 


y. 


No. 


% 


No. 


7, 


PRIVATE 


20 


87. 0 


11 


55,0 


8 


47.1 


95 


91.3 


A 


22*2 


CREEK NATION 


1 


4,3 


0 


0. 


9 


52.9 


2 


1.9 


n 


61.1 


OTHER FEDERAL 


0 


0, 


1 


• 5;o 


0 


0. 


4 


3.8 


2 


11.1 


NONE OF THESE 


2 


8,7 


8 


40.0 


0 


0, 


3 


2.9 


1 


5*6 


HISSING 


0 


Ot 


0 


0, 


r, 

V 


A 
\/ * 


, 0 


0. 


0 


0* 



I 



TOTALS 23 20 17 

74 



ERIC 



TABLE IVC 
LANDLORD OF RENTAL HOUSING 
BY COUNTY 

HcINTOSH MUSK GEE OKFUSKEE "'oKMULGEE TULSa' WAGnEr""' 

^''^ ^ ^"-^ ^ No. y. ""noT" r "Nor r "uo' % 



0 


8 


47.1 


95 


91,3 


4 


22,2 


15 


39,5 


204 


81.9 


12 


100.0 




9 


52.9 


2 


1.9 


11 


61,1 


14 


36.8 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


} 


0 


0. 


4 


3.8 


2 


11,1 


0 


0, 


35 


14.1 


0 


0. 


) 


0 


0. 


3 


2,9 


1 


5,6 


9 


23.7 


10 


4.0 


0 


0, 




0 


0, 






A 
V 


A 
V f 


ft- 

\f 




0 


0* 


0 


0. 



17 104 IB 38 



M9 12 



75 



U1 



ERIC 



TABLE Va 
HOUSING ON RESTRICTED LAND 
All Households Combined 



ON RESTRICTED LAND 
NOT ON RESTRICTED LA 
MISSING 

TOTAL 1225 



No. % 

242 19.76 

983 80.24 
0 0.00 



76 



TABLE Vb 

HOUSING ON RESTRICTED LAND 
URBAN vs RURAL 

URBAN RURAL 

~NoT~ y~ ~No7 y~ 

ON RESTRICTED LAND 53 7.14 189 39.13 

NOT^N RESTRICTED LA 689 92.86 294 60.87 

MISSING 0 0.00 0 0.00 



TOTALS 



742 



.483 



77 



TABLE Vc 
HOUSING ON RESTRICTED LAND 

BY COUNTY 



CREEK ' HUGHES McINTOSH MUSKOGEE OKPUSKEE 

No. V. No. X No. i No, % "'Nor 



ON RESTRICTED LAND 24 28.9 36 30.5 56 57.7 20 9.5 32 

NOT- ON RESTRICTED LA 59 71.1 82 69.5 41 42.3 190 90.5 43 57,3 

MISSING 0 0. 0 0* 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 

— » — 

TOTALS 83 118 97 210 75 



78 



ERIC 



TABLE Vc 
HOUSING ON RESTRICTED LAND 

BY COUNTY 



s Mcintosh muskogee okfuskee okmulgee tulsa uagner 

% No. % No. 7, No, "noT z" '"no7 J* "'noT i* 

30.5 56 57.7 20 9.5 32 42,7 35 26.1 21 4.8 12 20.7 

S9.5 41 42,3 190 90.5 43 57.3 99 73,9 414 95.2 46 79.3 

« 

0* 0 0. 0 0* 0 0* 0 0. 0 0* 0 0. 

97 210 75 134 435 58 



01 
U1 



ERIC 



TABLE Via • 
NUMBER OF ROOMS IN DWELLINGS 
AIL Households Combined 



No* y 



One 

Two 

Th ree 
Four 
Five 
Six 

More than six 
MISSING 

TOTAL 



1 


0.08 


19 


1 .55 


67 


5.47 


3 86 


15. 18 


408 


33.31 


355 


28.98 


189 


15.43 


0 


0.00 



1225 



80 



57 



TABLE VI b 
NUMBER OF ROOMS IN DUELLINGS 
URBAN vs RURAL 



ijRBAN RURAL 
^O' No. ~y. 



One 


1 


0.13 


0 


0.00 


Two 


15 


2.02 


A 


0.83 


Th ree 


•U 


5.53 


26 


5.38 


FOu.r 


113 


15.23 


73 


15.13 


Five 


238 


32.08 


170 


35.20 


Six 


221 


29.78 


134 


27.74 


More than six 


113 


15.23 


76 


15.73 


MISSING 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


TOTALS 


742 




483 





81 

I 



TABLE Vic • 
NUflBEFv OP ROOMS IN DUELLINGS 
6Y COUNTY 

CREEK HUGHES McINTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEe""' 

^ ^ ""no?' r "7o7 r ""noI r 

0 0. 1 1.0 0 0. 0 0. 

1 1 .8 2 2.1 0 0. 1 1.3 

^'"^ 4 4,8 3 2.5 U 11.3 5 2.4 4 5.3 

1^ 22.9 IS 12.7 16 16.5 27 12.9 13 17.3 

'''''^ =2 33.7 34 28. 8 34 35.1 69 32.9 27 36.0 

^'"^ 22 26.5 43 36.4 27 27,8 . 70 33.3 20 26.7 

' ^ 10.8 22 18.6 6 6.2 39 IB.i 10 13.3 

'JJJJJ!!: 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 

TOTALS 83 UB 97 210 75 



82 



ERIC 



6V (.oUNTr 



•s 








'"okmulgee" 


TULSA 


WAGNER 








^ ~" 




— - 














NO* 




No* 




No. 




No* 


Z 


NoT" 


X 


— 

No. X 








---- 




















1 




0 




0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0'. 


0 o» 








0 


0. 


1 


1.3 


1 


.7 


13 


3.0 


0 0. 




U 




s 




4 


S.3 




4»5 


30 


6,9 


3 5,2 




16 




27 




13 


1>.3 


23 


17.2 


71 


16.3 


1 1,7 




34 




69 




27 




47 


35.1 


143 


32.9 


2i 36.2 








70 

* 




20 




39 


29.1 


113 


26,0 


15 25.9 








39 




iO 


13.3 


IB 


13.4 


65 


14.9 


18 31.0 


0. 


0 




0 




0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 






97 




210 




73 




134 




435 




58 



j 



00 



TABLE v,,^ 

^'^f'f'. OF HEATING us^j-, in THE HOME 
All Ho'jse^olrj,. Qrjmbined 

No . X 

Natural 939 7^ 

ill^ctric 32 2.61 

Uood/Co^l 40 3,27 

lPG 'Profane) 215 17.55 

Ocher 0 0.00 

MISSING 0 0.00 

TOTAL """""■"■1225 



84 



60 



TABLE Vllb 
rVPE OF HEATING USED IN THE HOME 
URBAN vs RURAL 







URBAN 




RURAL 


No. 


/m 


No. 


7. 


fJatural Gas 


7il 


95*82 


227 


47.00 


E 1 ect ri c 


20 


2.70 


12 


2.48 


Wood/Coal 


1 


0.13 


39 


8.07 


LPG (Propane) 




1 .35 


205 


42.44 


Other 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


MISSING 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


TOTALS 


742 




483 





ERIC 



TABLE VI I C 
TYPE OF HEATING USED IN THE HOMC 
BY COUNTY 



CREEK HUGHES MciNTEiS" m'smii m'lixr 













No. 




No. 








Natural Gas 


48 . 




75 


63.6 


36 


37.1 


186 


88,6 


47 




Electric 


2 






.8 














2,4 


• 1 




2'.1 


6 


2.9 


1 


i.a 


Uoo<J/Coal 


3 


3.6 


3 


2.5 


22 


99 7 


3 


1.4 


4 


5.3 


LPG (PrQf>ane) 


30 


36.1 


39 


33.1 


37 


38.1 


IS 


7.1 


23 


30.7 


Other 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


MISSING 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 









rOTALS 83 lis „ 



ERIC 



210 75 



TABLE VIIC 

TrPt OF HF.(\Tm USED IN THE HOh 
fir COUNTY 



Mcintosh (iuskogee okfuskee okmulgee TUiiA* 



UACNEK- 









No. 




No. 




No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


6Z.6 


36 


37.1 


186 


88.6 


47 


62.7 


92 


68.7 


406 


93.3 


40 


69.0 


.8 


2 


2.1 


6 


2.9 


1 


1.3 


3 


2.2 


14 


3.2 


2 


3.4 


2.5 




.r.'.7 


3 


1.4 


4 


5.3 


5 


3.7 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


33.1 




T2.1 


15 


7.1 


23 


30.7 


34 


25.4 


15 


3.4 


16 


27,6 


0. 




0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0. 


0 


0. 




0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 








210 




75 




134 




435 




58 





87 



0^ 
H 



TABLE Villa 



LOCfi 


iTTON OF BATHROOM FACILITIES 
All Households Combined 






No . 


X 


INDOORS 


1172 ?5.67 


OUTDOORS 


53 


A. 33 


MISSING 


0 


0,00 



TOTAL 1225 



8 b 



63 



TABLE Virib 
LOCATION OF BATHROOM FACTLITIflS 
URBAN RURAL 



URBAN RURAL 
No. 7. No. ~7. 



^^^I^O^f^S -.:> 9.^.33 435 90.06 

OUTDOORS , 0..',7 48 9.94 

"^^SINu 0 0.00 0 0.00 

rOTALS 742 483 



89 



TABLE IXa 
WATER SOURCE OF THE RE-ISIDENCE 
All Households Conibined 



No . y. 

WFLL 187 15.27 

RUkAL WATER LINE 100 8.16 

CITY MATE'": 925 75.51 

P' ND 5 0.41 

MISSING 8 0.65 



TOTAL 1225 

1) 0 



TABLE IXb 
tJATER SUoP;,.. uF THE RESIDENCE 
URBAN vT, RURAL 



No. 



RURAL 
No . X 



Wt"L L 

RURAL WATER LINE 
CI rr UATFR 
POND 
filSSING 



•10 1.35 

3 0.-10 

'^^-G 98.11 

0 0.00 

1 0.13 



'^7 .20.08 

197 40. 79 

5 .! . 04 

7 1.45 



rr: r als 



•183 



ERIC 



91 



TABLE IXP 
WATER SOURCE OF THE RESIDENCE 

&Y COUNT Y 

No* ; — ' 

- : y- No! T 

WELL 

^ ° ^' 23.7 5 • 4 7 o , 

'''' ''''' ^3 39.8 7^ .1 0 

POND ^2 56.0 

rtlSSiNG , , <J 3 4.0 

- ^ ^ 5.1 0 0. , 

- i .a 1 

V/ 210 ;5 



92 



ERIC 



TAn- IXC 
WAFER SOURCE .F THE RESIDENCE 
f<Y COUNiy 



y•^•u:5^th QKMULGEt TULSA UAGNER 

'^0' '/. Nrt '/~ Ti - 

— li.... ^_J: ^ ^ zr^'T 

- ^^'^ 22 S.l n 19.0 

" ' 1 1.3 0 0. 0 0. 



0 0. 



^7 210 



'5 134 



^35 38 



93 



ERIC 



TABLE Xa 

WELL WATER PUMPED TO HOUSE'!' 
m11 Households Combined 

"f^-^ IT IS 143 76.47 

K'O IT IS NOT 37 19»79 

HISSING ; 3.74 



TOTAL 187 



TABLE Xh 

u;i:.LL WATER PUMPtri TO HOUSE? 
URBAN vs RURAL 



ERIC 



UKBAN RURAl, 
No* X No* 7. 



Y^"^ IT IS 8 80*00 3,3S 76*27 

\ IT IS f'Or 1 10*00 36 .20*34 

'-^^SING 1 10*00 6 3*39 

TilTALS 10 177 



TABLE Xc 
WtlL UATER PUMPED TO HOUSE? 
BY COUNTy 



TtS IT IS 

NO n IS tm 

nlSSlNG 



lUrALS 



CREEK 
No. Z 



HLGHcs Mcintosh muskogee OKFusKEf 

^ Ho, y." 



No. 



19 73. i 
7 26.9 
0 0. 



32 82.1 
6 1S..J ■ 



39 



i8 38.1 
n 35,5 
2 6. 



31 



10 /i.4 



0. 



14 



No. 



16 72 



28. d M 



1 4 



22 



ERIC 



TABLE Xc ^ 1 

Wt'LL UATtR PUMPED TO HOUSE? 
BY COUNTy ' 

^MCXNTOSS" SuSN-5Gir""""SFUSKii"""5KSu[GiE "rOESA 



UAGNER 



58.1 10 71.4 1A 7-5 -7 ,^ * 

/l.^ U 72.7 12 80.0 20 90.9 10 90.9 
' 22 15 22 n 



97 



TABLE XIa 

TIME IN RESIDENCE IN PRESENT HOME 
All Households Combined 



1-12 months 
1-2 years 
2 - ^ years 
4 -10 years 
Over ten years 
MISSING 



No. 7. 

240 19.59 

192 15.67 

243 19.34 

223 18.20 

327 26.69 

0 0.00 



TOTAL 1225 

SI 



98 



TABLE Xlb 

TIME IN RESIDENCE IN PRESENT HOME 
URBAN vs RURAL 



71 



URBAN 
No. % 



RURAL 
No. 7. 



1 - l2 iTionths 
1-2 years 

2 - A years 
4 -10 years 
Over ten years 
MISSING 



179 
1^3 
148 
143 
129 
0 



24.12 
19.27 
19.95 
19.27 
17.39 
0.00 



61 
49 
95 
80 
198 
0 



12.63 
10. 14 
19.67 
16.56 
40.99 
0.00 



TOTALS 



742 



483 



ERIC 



TABLE XIc 
llME IN RESIfiENCE IN PRESENT HOME 
&Y COUNTY 



^ CRZEK HUGHES McINTOSh" "mUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE 

^ '^O' No, " 1" ""iJor r ""no? 

' " "^^''^^^ 15 16*1 ^ 10 10,3 56 26,7 9 12 

' " ^'^i l<i 13.6 10 10.3 29 13,8 12 16, 

1= ^e.l 2^ 22.9 18 1B.6 31 1-1.8 U 21. 

^7 20.5 21 17,8 18 18.6 43 20.S 15 20, 

Over ton .ears 23 33.7 .5 38.1 41 42.3 51 24.3 23 30, 

' 0. 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 



IUTALS 83 



100 



0 0. 



as 97 210 73 



TABLE XIc 
liME IN KESIfiENCE IN PRESf^NT HOME 
BY COUNTY 

."--'1!!^,, 5Kn]sKEi""""0KS[i[5EE will '''TmhIr 

No. /. HoT'T 'To', r "hi: r ""^o: r — 



7,6 


10 


10.3 


56 


26.7 


9 


12.0 


27 


20.1 


109 


25.1 


3 


5.2 


12.6 


10 


10,3 


29 


13.8 


12 


16.0 


IS 


11.2 


93 


21.4 


6 


10.3 


22.9 


18 


18.6 


31 


14.8 


16 


21.3 


29 


21.6 


94 


21.6 


7 


22.1 


17. a 


16 


18.6 


43 


20,5 


15 


20.0 


19 


14.2 


76 


17.5 


12 


20.7 


36.1 


Al 


■42.3 


SI 


24.3 


23 


30o7 


44 


32.8 


^3 


14.5 


30 


51,7 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 




97 




210 




75 




134 




435 




38 





101 



ro 



ERIC 



73 



TABLE Xlla 

NON-REGULAR PERSONS CURRENTLV LiUING AT YOUR HOME? 
All Households Combined 



YES THERE ARE 
NO THERE ARE (VOT 
HISSING 

TOTAL 1225 



No. Z 

100 8.16 

1125 91.84 

0 0.00 




7<1 



TABLE XI lb 

PERSONS CURRENTLY LIVING AT YOUR HOME? 
URBrtN vs RURAL 

URBAN RURAL 

y- No." " 

YES THERE ARE . . „ ,., 

36 7,45 

WO THERE ARE NOT A7r ^i -ry 

<i/8 91.37 .447 92.55 

'HISSING A ,s 

0 0.00 0 0.00 

TOTALS 



103 

o 

ERIC 



TABLK Xric 

NnN-fi£GULAR Pt-RSONS mRENTU LJUING AT YOUR | 

I'V COUNTY 

CRtEK HUGHES MclSfOSH Mm\"n«r^ 

No. ;i No. 

Yes ther'e are ,o ,^ * - 

'^'^ 1^ 14.4 16 7. A 7 
NO THERE ARE NOT «" «n 

/I tJo,^ 107 92.4 83 8S.6 194 on 4 « 

. IJj^ ! ' ' 0 * 

TOTALS at — 



101 



ERIC 



TAIiLK ydlc 

ERSONS CmRtNJiy [.i^lUC, ,\r YOUR HOME? 
l«Y COlJNfY 



TADLi'; xrri.i 

rJ(Jhf;L-R OF NON-Ki:GUL^>R HDIiSFIlOLti mL'MBERS LiyTNG IN 
All HousoholfJs Combined 



No , 



ONE 
TWO 
THfvtlE 
FOUR 

FIUE OR MORE ^ 



41 41.00 

27 27.00 

6 6.00 

11 H .00 



6.00 

MISSING 9 9,00 

TOTAL 100 



lOG 

o 

ERIC 



7 



TALlLt': XI I lb 

NUniifcK^ in- MON~Rt::OUL,,pR household MFMflfRS LIUINO IN 

URBAN RURAL 
No. •/. No. 7. 



0'^^ 29 4S.31 12 



TIJiJ 19 29.69 



FOUR t> 9.37 



mnSlN'G 4 6.25 



TOTALS 64 



36 



3:?.33 



• f3 22.22 



'■^•^^'f-^ J 4.6? 3 8.33 



5 13.89 



FIVE OR MORE J 4.69 3 8.33 



5 13.89 



I 0 7 

o 

ERIC 



TABLE XIIIc 

mm Of NON-REGULAR HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS LIVING IN 
BY CQUNiy 



'^""^"^-■■^ 



fJo. No. X 



ONE 
TUO 
THREE 
FOUR 



HISSING 
TOTALS 



108 



^ ^^'^ 2 23.2 4 28.6 H i8.7 



2 28.6 



2 li.^ 2 22.2 
2 16.7 0 0. 



5 41.7 13 50.0 I 33.3 



' ^ 3 42.9 5 41.7 7 26.9 



0 0, 



■ ^ 0 0, 1 B.3 2 7.7 



^ ^"^ ^ 33.3 2 14.3 Oft 11., 
_ ° 1 14-3 1 8.3 1 3.8 

12 9 



14 16 



12 2^ 



1 33.3 



^ ^^'^ ^ '''' .0 0. 1 3.e 0 0. 



FMORHORE ' 1 , 11, ■ ^ ^ 7.7 1 33.3 

' ' ^ ^'^ 0 0. 0 0. 2 7.7 ■ 0 0. 



0 0. 



109 



ERIC 



79 



TABLE XlVa 

FREQUENCY OF USE OF TRIBAL LANGUAGE IN THE FAMILY 
All Households Combined 

No. % 



Aiw3-^s 217 17*71 

Freauently 126 10.29 

Occasionally 182 14.86 

Selcjom 182 14.86 

^^•^^^ 517 42.20 

MISSING 1 0.08 

TOTAL 1225 



ERIC 



110 



80 



TABLE XlVb 

fREOUENCr OF USE OF TRI...L LANGUAGE IN THE FAMILY 

URBAN vs RURAL 

URBAN R---- 



No • X 



Always 
Freouently 
Occasional 
Seidom 
Neve r 

MISSING 

TOTALS 



129 26.71 

^^'^^ 51 ro.56 

15-77 45 13.46 

137 18.46 45 9^32 

324 43.67 193 39.96 



1 0.13 0 



0.00 



742 



483 



111 



TABLE XIVc ■ 

mma of use of tribal language w the FAimy 
jy couNir 



Ci^EEK HUGHES NcIfJTQSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA 





NO. 




No. 


7. 


No. 


*/ 
/n 


No, 


7. 


No. 


7. 


No. 




No. 




No. 


X 


AiuavS 


• u 


13. J 


57 


48,3 


41 


42.3 


32 


15.2 


15 


20,0 


32 


23,9 


19 


4.4 


8 


13.8 


FreaucriUii 


j 


6,0 


19 


16.1 


6 


6.2 


18 


8.4 


15 


20.0 


15 


11,2 




9,9 


i 


S.2 


Occasionally 


. 20 


2^.1 


21 


17.8 


8 


8.2 


hilii 


10,5 


17 


22.7 


24 


17,9 


63 


14,5 


5 


8.6 


Selflom 


12 


14,3 


10 


9.5 


9 


9.3 


32 


15.2 


13 


17,3 


16 


11.9 


82 


18,9 


4 


6.9 


Never 


35 


42.2 


11 


9.3 


33 


34.0 


• 106 


50.5 


15 


20.0 


47 


35,1 


227 


52.2 


38 


65.5 


HISSING 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 


0 


0, 


1 


.2 


0 


0. 


TOTALS 


83 




118 




97 




210 




75 




134 




433 




58 





112 



113 



ERIC 



TABLE XVa 

I 

H!£R OF Rt-GISTERED VOTERS IN THE HOUSEHOLD 
All Households Cofribined 



NONE 

ONE 

TUO 

THREE 

FOUR 

FIUE 

NORE THAN FIVE 
lilSSlNG 



No . "/;, 

318 25.96 

330 26.94 

486 39.67 

66 5.39 

17 1.39 

5 0.41 

2 0.16 

1 0.08 



TABLE XVb 

NUMBER OP K-t-GIST.REB UOTERS IN THE HOUSEHOLE 
URBrtN vs RURAL 



83 



URBAN 
No. z 



RURAL 
No. X 



NONE 

ONE 

TWO 

THREE 

FOUR 

FIVE 

HORE THAN FIi^E 
HISSING 



229 


30.86 


89 


18.43 


205 


27.63 


1-25 


25.88 


263 


J5.7J. 


221 


45.76 


30 


4.04 


36 


7.45 


7 


0.94 


10 


2.07 


4 


0.54 


1 


0.21 


1 


0.13 


1 


0.21 


1 


0.13 


0 


0.00 



TOTALS 



742 



483 



115 



! 

i 



TABLE XVc 

mm OF ftSGISTtRED VOTERS IN THE HOUSEHOLD 
BY COliNTY 

I 

CREEK riUGhES HclNTDSH HUSKDoEE Ol^FUSKEE "oKMULGEE TULSft 



'I- No. 7 'Jo. I No, I No. I Ho. I fjp, I (Jo, '2 

"^^^^ ^2 -53.6 11 9.3 5 5.2 64 30.5 12 U.O 33 216 159 36.6 1 1.; 

17 20.5 41 54.7 '28 28.9 63 30.0 21 28.0 28 20.9 109 25.1 20 34.5 

*'3 -'7.7 55 16.6 51 52.6 72 34.3 32 42.7 65 48.5 143 32.9 '34 58.6 

^"'^■^^ 8 9.6 B 6.8 9 9.3 10 4.B 6 B.O 6 4.5 16 3.7 3 5.2 

^^"^^ 2 2.4 2 1.7 4 4.1 1 .5 2 2.7 2 .1,5 '"T .9 0 0.' ' 

''^^^ 1 0 0. 0 .0. 0 0, . , 2 2.7 0 0. 2 .5 0 0. 

nORE THAN FIVE 0 0. 1 .8 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 'l .2 0 0. 

"^SS^'"^ 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 1 .2 0 0. 

fO^^LS 83 UP, 97 210 75 134 435 58 

II!) 117 

03 



ERIC 



85 



TABLE XVI a 



HOW OFTtN DOES THIS HOUSEHOLD USE 
INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES? 
All Households Coixibined' 



No^ X 



Always 39q 
Freauently i^q 
Occasionally 266 



Seldom 
Neve r 
MISSING 



TOTAL 1225 



Q 1x8 



EKLC 



31 .84 
14.53 
21.71 



138 11.27 



0.08 



86 



TABLE XVIb 

HOW OFTEN DOES THIS HOUSEHOLD USE 
INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES'? 
URBAN vs RURAL 



URBAN f^uRAL 



A 1 ways 

Ereauently 

Occasional la 

Seldom 

Never 

HISSING 



24.12 211 43.69 

114 15.36 64 13.25 

22.91 96 .19.88 

12.94 42 8.70 

182 24.53 70 14.49 

^ 0.13 0 0.00 



TOTALS 

^^•^ 483 



119 



TOTALS 



1211 



TABLE XVIc 



HDU OFTEN DOES THIS HOUSEHOLD USE 
INDIAN HEALTH SEftyiCES? 
hi COUNTT 



Ckhek hughes 



-7 ■■.:--T ^r^~-^ 



«»■ i! ■■Jo';""! 



Ho. 



33 3,,3 5,^, ^ 



^ "'8 2 2.7 17 :2J 



l^'-* 53 25.2 8 10.7 22 16.4 



MISSING 0 0. 0 n . 32.8 

1 .2 0 0. 



« 118 



•0 0. 0 0. 
'7 210 



0 0. 0 0, 
75 



134 



431 



S8 



121 



ERIC 



03 



TABLE XVI la 



THIS HOUSEHOLD HAS USED INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES 
WITHIN THE last: 
All Households Coiribined 



No. y. 



One Year 730 59^59 

Three Years io9 8.90 

Five Years 43 3,92 

Ten Years ^3 g^^^ 

Does Not Apply 274 22.37 

MISSING 1 0,03 



TABLE XVI lb 



THIS HOUSEHOLD HAS USED INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES 
WITHIN THE last: 
URBAN vs RURAL 







URBAN 




RURAL 


No. 


•/. 


No. 


•/. 


One Year 


422 


56.87 


308 


63.77 


Three Years 


68 


9.16 


.41 


8.49 


Five Years 


20 


2.70 


28 


5.80 


Ten Years 


41 


5.53 


22 


4.55 


Does Not Apply 


190 


25.61 


84 


17.39 


MISSING 


1 


0.13 


0 


0.00 


TOTALS 


742 




483 





123 



TABLE XVIIc 



THIS HOUSEHOLD HAS USED INDIAN HEALTH SEWICES 
WITHIN THE LASTI 
BY COUNTy 



HUGHES HcINTOSH rtUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE OkSulGEe" TULSa" 

















No. 




No. 


7. 


No. 


I 


No. 


X 


No. 




One Year 


(>2 


7^1,7 


76 


64.4 


64 


66.0 


117 


55.7 


51 


68.0 


90 


47.2 


230 


52.9 


33 


56.9 


Three Years 


7 


8.4 


11 


9,3 


8 


8.2 


23 


11.0 


6 


8.0 


. 9 


6.7 


42 


9.7 


2 


3.4 


Five Years 


1 


1.2 


12 


10.2 


6 


' 6.2 


5 


2.4 


1 


1.3 


2 


1.5 


19 


4.4 


I 


•1.7 


Ten Years 


t 

4 


2.4 


9 


7.6 


2 


2.1 


6 


2.9 


3 


6.7 


8 


6.0 


29 


6.7 


2 


3.4 


Does Not hfU 


11 


13.3 


10 


8.5 


17 


17.5 


59 


28.1 


12 


16.0 


25 


18.7 


114 


26.2 


20 


34.5 


NISSING 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


1 


,2 






TOTALS 


83 




lie 




97 




210 




73 




134 




435 




38 





TABLE XVIIIa 



HOW OFTEN DOES THIS HOUSEHOLD USE 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS' SERUICES? 
All Households Combined 



No. 7 



Always 




110 


8.98 


F reauentl y 




107 


S.73 


Occasional ly 




231 


18.86 


Sel dom 




271 


. 1 o 


Never 




505 


41 .22 


MISSING 




1 


0.08 




TOTAL 


1225 





126 



92 

I 



TABLE XVI I lb 



HOW OFTEN DOES THIS HOUSEHOLD USE 
BURLM OF INDIAN AFFAIRS' SERVICES'? 
URBAN vs RURAL 



URBAN RURAL 
No* Z ~No7 % 



Always 
Freauentlw 



<^'33 63 13.04 

59 7.95 .48 9.94 

i36 21.02 75 15.53 

Seldom o-r 

173 23.32 98 20.29 

306 41.24 199 41.20 



Neve r 
HISSING 



1 0.13 0 0.00 

"•"OTALS 742 

^^'^ 483 



ERIC 



127 



TABLE XVIIIc 



HOW OFTEN nOES THIS HOUSEHOLD USE 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS' SERVICES? 
er COUNTY 



FrcQuenily 

Occasionallv 

Seldom 

N»ver 

MISSING 



CREEK HUGHES 



«^;«^,«E o«EE ■■oi55r""« — sr 

X No. I ";;;""7 



14 


16.9 


14 


11.9 


23 


23.7 


13 


4,2 


4 5.3 


14 


11.9 


20 


4,4 


3 


5.2 


14 


14.9 


10 


8.5 


3 


3,1 


12 


5,7 


9' 12.0 


10 


7.5 


42 


9,7 


■ 4 


10,3 


23 


27,7 


■>% 


18,4 


9 


9.3 


44 


21.9 


13 17.3 


25 


18,7 


74 


17,5 


14 


24,1 


10 


12.0 


21 


17.8 


28 


28,9 


58 


27.4 


15 20,0 


24 


17,9 


99 


22.8 


14 


24.1 


22 


24.S 


51 


43.2 


34 


35.1 


'81 


38.4 


34 45.3 


59 


44,0 


197 


45.3 


21 


34.2 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 



















TOTALS 83 



"8 97 210 



75 134 



128 



ERIC 



129 



TABLE XlXa 

TH.rs HOUSEHOLD HAS USED DUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS' 
SERVICES WITHIN THE LAST: 
All Households Coinbined 



Ten Years 



No. •/. 



Year 337 26.69 

Three Years 1^9 13. 80 

Five Years ^23 10.04 



Doe*; Not Apply 537 
MI<^.SING 



65 5.31 
43.84 



4 0.33 

TOTAL 1225 



130 



TABLE XI Xb 



THIS HOUSEHOLD HAS USED BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS' 
SERUICES WITHIN THE LAST: 
URBAN vs RURAL 







URBAN 




RURAL 


No. 


% 


No. 


•/. 


One Year 


183 


24.66 


144 


29.81 


Three Years 


106 


14.29 


63 


13.04 


Five- Years 


86 


11.57 


37 


7.66 


Ten Years 


43 


5.80 


22 


4.55 


Does Not APF-ly 


320 


43.13 


217 


44.93 


MISSING 


A 


0.54 


0 


0.00 



TOTALS 742 



483 



131 



I 



TABLE XIXc 

THIS HOUSEHOLD HAS USED BU|;EAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS' 
SERVICES yiTHIN THE LAST! 
KY COUNTY 



TOTALS 



CREEK 



HUGHES 



HcINTOSH MUSKOGEE Ok'FUSKEE ONflULGEE TULSA 



83 



118 



97 



210 



75 



134 



435 



UAGNER 





No. 


I 


No. 


I 


No. 


I 


No. 


I 


No. 


I 


No. 












One Year 


37 


44.6 


28 


23,7 


37 


38,1 


70 


33.3 


25 


33.3 


47 


35.1 


69 


15.9 


9 


15.5 


Three Years 


11 


16,9 


12 


10,2 


B 


e.2 


26 


12.4 


8 


10.7 


10 


7.S 


75 


17.2 


14 


24.1 


Five Years 


6 


7.2 


17 


14.4 


7 


7.2 


19 


9.0 


5 


6,7 


11 


B.2 


55 


12.6 


3 


5.2 


Ten Years 


3 


3.6 


7 


5.9 


3 


3.1 


11 


5.2 


1 


1.3 


6 


4.5 


28 


6.4 


6 


10.3 


Does Not AppIu 


23 


27.7 


54 


45.8 


42 


43.3 


04 


40.0 


36 


48.0 


60 


44.8 


204 


46.9 


26 


44.8 


HISSING 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


> 

0 


0.,' 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


4 


.9 


0 


0. 



S9 



132 



133 



ERIC 



TABLE XXa 



WHAT ORGANIZATION DO RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AT HOME? 
All Households Combined 



BIA 

Creek Tribe 
Other Federal 
Other 
MISSING 



No. •/. 

232 18.94 

148 12.08 
120 9.80 

723 59.02 
2 0.16 



TOTAL 1225 



134 



90 



T^BLE XXb 

WHAT ORGANIZATION DO REEJPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AT HOME? 
URBAN VB RURAL 







URBAN 




RURAL 


No. 


X 


No. 


'/. 


BIA 


130 


17.52 


102 


21.12 


Creek Tribe 


69 


11.99 


59 


12.22 


Other Federal 


68 


9.16 


" 52 


. 10.77 


ether 


454 


61.19 


269 


55.69 


MISSING 


1 


0.13 


1 


0.21 



TOTALS 742 



ERIC 



• TABLE XXc 

WHAT ORGANIZATION M RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCr AT HOME? 
BY COUNTY 



CREEK' HUGHES HcINTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKfE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER 





No. 


t 


No. 


t 


No, 


I 


No, 


I 


No. 




No, 


I 


No, 


X 


No, 


I 


6IA 


14 


16.9 


17 


14,4 


40 


41.2 


39 


18,6 


16 


21,3 


35 


26.1 


60 


13,8 


8 


13,8 


Creek Tribe 


19 


22.9 


IB 


15.3 


3 


3.1 


64 


30.5 


5 


6.7 


16 


11.9 


21 ' 


4.8 


2 


3.4 


Other Federal 


4 


4.8 


34 


28.8 


15 


15.5 


9 


4.3 


11 


14.7 


12 


9.0 


34 


7.8 


■ 1 


1.7 


Other 


46 


55,4 


49 


41.5 


38 


39.2 


98 


46.7 


43 


57.3 


70 


52.2 


320 


73.6 


47 


81,0 


MISSING 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


1 


1.0 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


1 


.7 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


TOTALS 


83 




118 




97 




210 


1 


75 




134 




435 




58 





I 



00 



lb 

ID 



TABLE XXIa 



WHAT ORGANIZATION DO RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM' HOME? 
All Households Combined 



No. % 



BIA 


207 


16.90 


Creek Tribe 


128 


10.45 


Other Federal 


104 


8.49 


Other 


785 


64.08 


MISSING 


1 


0.08 


TOTAL 


1225 





138 



TABLE XXIb 



WHAT ORGANIZATION DO RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM HOME'? 
URBAN vs RURAL 







URBAN 




RURAL 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


BIA 


114 


15.36 


93 


19.25 


Creek Tribe 


76 


10.24 


52 


10.77 


Other Federal 


54 


7.23 


50 


10.35 


Other 


497 


66.98 


288 


59.63 


MISSING 


1 


0.13 


0 


0.00 



TOTALS 742 



TABLE XXIC 

UHAT ORGANIZATION DO RESPONHENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EHERGENCr AWAY FROM HOME? 
By COUNTY 

. — ..... — ~;;;p-Mfi-"liirimr"M^^^ 

'in ir"T ir'T "^•[3..]Li."^3JLl 
_^ .-^^^^^^ ^^^^^^ ^^^^^^ ^^^^^ ^^^^^^ ^^^^^^ 

Oth. Fe.«l = " 33 28,0 » U 5.2 12 14,0 10 M 13 U I 1.7 

51 »M 55«,4 ««.2 102 48,4 48 M,. » 5M 347 7M 49 84,5 



TCIdS 



S3 118 ?7 210 » ^ " 



l4() 



141 



ERIC 



' 0 

to 



TABLE XXI la 



WHAT ONE PERSON DO RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AT HOME? 
All Households Combined 



No. % 

^^^^^^'^^ 926 75.59 



Tribal Elder g 0.65 

^'^"^^ 131 10.69 

95 7.76 

"^SSING 0 0.00 



TABLE XXI lb 



WHAT ONE PERSON DO RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AT HOME? 
URBAN vs RURAL 







UR5AN 




RURAL 


No. 


'/. 


No. 


'/. 


Relative 


549 


7Z.99 


Z77 


78.05 


Minister 


38 


5.12 


27 


5.59 


Tribal Elder 


8 


1.08 


0 


0.00 


Friend 


102 


13.75 


29 


6.00 


Other 


45 


6.06 


50 


10.35 


MISSING 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 



TOTALS 742 483 



143 



TABLE XXIIc 

M RESWTS TURN TO 

mi OF mmm at noHt? 
By county 



CREEK hughes" 





No, 


I 


No.' 




No. 


X 


Relative 




67.5 










56 


91 


77.1 


74 


76.3 


Minister 


12 


14.5 


5 


4.2 


5 


5,2 


Tribal Elder 


0 


0, 


0 


0. 


0 


■ 0. 


Friend 




6.0 












5 


5 


4.2 


8 


8,2 


Other 


10 


12.0 










17 


14.4 


10 


10,3 


HISSING 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 







0^'MULGEE ml' 



^ -5 0 0. 
'5 7.1 10 13.3 



5 ^'7 3 2.2 19 4.4 
^ '7 6 1,4 



0 0. 0 0, 



UAGNER 



52 89.7 
1 1.7 
0 0. 



' ^'7 79 1B.2 0 0. 
' '''' 19 4.4 5 B.6 



TOTALS 



0 0, 0 0, 



83 



lie 97 



210 75 



134 



0 0, 



433 58 



145 



H 

0 



TABLE XXII la 



TURN TO IN TIME OF EMERGENCY? 
All Households Combined 



No. X 



Indi 3n 
Non-Indian 

Does Not Apply 397 
MISSING 



684 55.84 
11 .59 



32.41 
2 0.16 



TOTAL 122J 



I4ii 



TABLE XXII lb 



WHAT IS THE RACE OP THE FRIEND RESPONDENTS 
TURN TO IN TIME OF* EMERGENCY? 
URBAN vs RURAL 







URBAN 




RURAL 


No. 




No. 


7. 


Indi an 


381 


51.35 


303 


62, 7Z 


Non-Indian 


94 


12.67 


48 


9.94 


Does Not Appla 


267 


• 35.98 


130 


26.92 


NISSING 


0 


0.00 




0.41 



TOTALS 742 



147 



TABLE XXIIIc 



Indian 



Does Not 
HISSING 



148 



ERIC 



UHAT IS THE RACE OF THE FRIEND RESPONDENTS 
TURN TO IN TIME OF EHERGENCY? 
By COUNTY 



CREEK 



"^^'^^OSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE ' "o'KiiiSE 'ml mm" 

"^"'^ "^"T ~x ir"7 i;:"t -~ 



'''' ^^'1 20 9.5 60 BO.O es 290 66.7 i U7 

(^on-Indian 14 ix q d / o 4* ^ 

^ ^'^ ^^'S 13 6.2 11 14.7 16 11.9 59 13.6 2 3.4 

8 22 1B.6 10 10.3 177 BU 4 5.3 33 24.6 86 19.8 ' 55 94.B 

. I °' ' 2 2.1 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 0 0. 



TOTAIS 83 



118 97 210 7S 



0 0. 

134 435 58 



149 



H 
0 

(0 



TABLE XXIVa 

WHAT ONE PERSON DO RESF-'-ONnENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM HOME? 
All Households Combined 



No. % 



Rel 3ti ve 


889 


72.57 


Minister 


49 


4.00 


Tribal Leader 


9 


0.73 


F riend 


154 


12.57 


Other 


124 


10. 12 


MISSING 


0 


0.00 


TOTAL 


1225 





150 



110 



TABLE XXIVb 

WHAT ONE PERSOM DO RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM HOME? 
' URBAN vs RURAL 







URBAN 




RURAL 


No. 


■/. 


No. 


'/. 


Relative 


523 


70, A9 


366 


75*78 


Minister 


30 


4.04 


19 


3.93 


Tribal Leader 


7 


0.94 


■ 2 


0.41 


Friend 


117 


15.77 


37 


7.66 


Other 


65 


8.76 


59 


12.22 


MISSING 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


TOTALS 


742 




483 





151 



I 

I 



TABLE XXIVc 

WHAT 'ONE PERSON DO RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIDE OF EflERGENCy mi FROH H0HE7 
BY COUNTY 



^CREEK HUGHES McINTOSH HUSKOfiEE OKFijsi;""liG££" tIs"a JagnEr" 

" No. "7 "ii;r"T "'£""'{ isr'T IoTt 



Rfllitivt 


,57 


68.7 


85 


72.0 


80 


82.5 


163 


77.6 


47 


62.7 


99 


73.9 


295 


67.8 


51 


87.9 


Hiniitsr 


• 4 


4.e 


7 


5.9 


1 


1.0 ■' 


8 


3.8 


4 


5.3 


2 


1.5 


21 


4.8 


1 


1.7 


Tribal L»id«r 


1 


1.2 


0 


0.'. 


0 


0. 


• 2 


1.0 


0 


0. 


1 


.7 


5 


1.1 


0 


0. 


Friind 


12 


14.S 


4 


3.4 


7 


7.2 


20 


9,5 


14 


1S.7 


12 


9.0 


85 


19.3 


0 


t 

0. 


Otht; 


9 


10.8 


22 


18.6 


9 


9.3 


17 


8.1 


10 


13.3 


20 


14.9 


29 


6.7 


6 


10.3 


HISSING 


0 


0. 


0. 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 



TOTALS B3 lia ot . - 

97 210 75 134 439 



152 



58 



ERIC 



H 
H 
H 



112 



TABLE XXVa 



All Households Combined 



Indian 

Non-Indian 
Poes Not AppIu 
MISSING 



No, X 



<i74 55.02 

120 9.80 

430 35.10 

i 0.08 



TOTAL 1225 



I5i 



. 113 



TABLE XkVb 

WHAT IS THE RACE OF THE FRIEND RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM HOME? 
URBAN vs RURAL 



URBAN RURAL 
No. Z NoT z' 



298 61.70 



I^'dian ^76 50.67 

Non-Indian 73 9,g^ 47 ^^^^ 

Does Not Apply 293 39.^9 137 ,18.36 

MISSING 0 0.00 1 0.21 



TOTALS 742 



483 



ERIC 



ERIC 



TABLE XXVc 

WHAT IS THE RACE OF THE FRIEND RESPONDENTS TURN TO 
IN TIME OF EHERGENCy mi FROM HOME? 
BV COUNTY 



CREEK HUGHES McINTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER 





No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No, 


7. 


No, 


X 


No, 


X 


No, 


7. 


No. 


X 


No. 


I 


Indian 


60 


72.3 


83 


70,3 


71 


73,2 


23 


11,0 


59 


78.7 


80 


59.7 


288 


6&,2 


1 


1.7 


Non- Indian 


11 


13.3 


A 


5,1 


17 


17,5 


10 


4,8 


10 


13.3 


14 


10.4 


47 


10,8 


1 


1,7 


I'jes Not Apply 


12 


14,5 


29 


24,6 


8 


8,2 


177 


84,3 


6 


8.0 


40 


29,9 


100 


23,0 


56 


96,6 


HISSING 


0 


0, 


0 


0, 


1 


1,0 


0 


0, 


0 


0. 


0 


0, 


0 


0, 


0 


0, 


TOTALS 


83 




118 




97 




210 




75 




134 




433 




58 





15ii 157 



H 
H 



TABLE XXVI a 

FAMILY MEMBERS LIVING IN THE HOUSEHOLD 
All Respondents Combined 



No. % 



Father 




898 


20.93 


Mother 




1101 


25.66 


Son 




1099 


25.62 


Dauslhter 




975 


22.73 


Son-in-law 




11 




Dauahter-in- 


law ' 


7 


0.16 


Stef»f3ther 




7 


0. 16 


Stepmother 




2 


0.05 


Uncle 




4 


0.09 


Aunt 




3 


0.07 


Grandmother 






0.14 


Grandfather 




3 


0.07 


Ne hew 




16 


0.37 


Niece 




13 


0.30 


Mother-in-law 




2 


0.05 


Father-in-law 




0 


0.00 


Other 




143 


3.33 


MISSING 




0 


0.00 




TOTAL 


4290 





15« 



lie 



TABLE XXVIb 



FAMILY MEMBERS LIVIUG 
URBAN vs 


IN THE HOUSEHOLD 
RURAL 








ijr\ DHPf 




RURAL 




y 


r<CJ 


'/. 


Father 


f534 


21 ,25 


364 


20 . 48 


Mother 


664 


26,42 


437 


24.59 


Son 


647 


25.75 


452 


25.44 


Dau*:lhter 


565 


22.48 


410 


23.07 


Son-in-law 


1 


0.04 


10 


0.56 


Dau£Jhter-i n-law 


1 


0,04 


6 


0.34 


Stepfather 


6 


0.24 


1 


0.06 


Stepmother 


2 


0.08 


0 


0 .00 


Uncle 


3 


0.12 


1 


0.06 


Aunt 


••• 


0.08 


1 


0.06 


Grandmother 


4 


0,16 


2 


0.11 


Grandfather 


2 


0.08 


1 


0.06 


Nephew 


12 


0.48 


4 


0 .23 


Niece 


10 


0.40 


3 


0.17 


Mother-in-law 


0 


0.00 


2 


0.11 


Father-in-law 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


Other 


60 


2.39 


83 


4.67 


MISSING 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


TOTALS 


2513 




1777 





o 

ERIC 



n 7 



TABLE XXVIC 
rAMrUY MEMPfc-RS LIVING IN THE HOUSEHOLD 
'BY COUNTY 



CReEk HIJGHES McrNTOSH MUSKOGEE OKTUfSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA • WAONER 



• 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 














57 


IV. 1 


B7 


19.8 


70 


20.4 


153 


24.1 


38 


18.8 


Ill 


21 .6 


307 


20 . 3 


43 


23 . 2 




73 


23 . 2 


lOS 


23 . 9 


B5 


24.6 


169 


29.6 


63 


20.5 


117 


23.0 


396 


26.2 


36 


30.3 




73 


24.3 


102 


23.2 


94 


27.4 


149 


23.3 


97 


31.3 


133 


2r.i 


382 


23.3 


47 


23.4 




67 


22.3 


. 105 


23.9 . 


69 


20.1 


123 


19.4 


63 


22.1 


lis 


22.6 


382 


25.3 


31 


16.8 




2 


.7 


1 


.2 ' 


1 


.3 


0 


0. 


5 


1.6 


1 


.2 


1 


.1 


0 


0. 




2 


.7 


6 


0. 


1 


.3 


• 0 


0. 


3 


1.0 


0 


0. 


1 


• 1 


0 


0. 




0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


• 0. 


3 


.3 * 


0 


0. 


0 


0* 


4 


.3 


0 


0. 




0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


2 


• 1 


0 


0. 




X 


.3 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


1 


.2 


0 


0. 


1 


.2 


0 


0. 


1 


• 5 




0 


0. 


1 


• .2 


0 


0. 


1 


.2 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


1 


.1 


0 


0. 




0 


0. 


1 


.2 


u 


0. 


1 


.2 


1 


.3 


1 


.2 


2 


.1 


0 


0. 




0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


2 


.6 


0 


0. 


1 


.1 


0 


0* 




2 


.7 


2 


.5 


2 


.6 


1 


.2 


0 


0. 


4 


.8 


3 


• 3 


0 


0. 




2 


.7 


2 


.3 


3 


.9 


1 


.2 


1 


.3 


0 


0. 


4 


.3 


0 


0. 


«u 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 ' 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


1 


.2 


1 


• 1 


•0 


0. 


au 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 




* ' 17 


3.7 


33 


7.5 


18 


5.2 


14 


2.2 


10 


3.2 


20 


3.9 


22 


. 1*3 


7 


3.8 




0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


' 0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0. 


0 


0* 



439 343 635 308 50? 1311 



o 

ERIC 



TABLE XXVI la 
AGES OF THE STUDY POPULATION 
All Respondents Combined 



No. 7. 





523 


12.17 




718 


16. 70 




696 


16.19 




■485 


1 1 . 28 




521 


12.12 




600 


13.96 




■489 


11 .37 




267 


6.21 


TOTAL 


4299 





161 



119 



TABLE XXVI lb 
AGES OF THE STUDY POPULATION 
URBAN vs RURAL 







URBAN 




RURAL 




No. 


'/. 


No. 


'/. 




356 


14.12 


167 


9.40 




418 


16.57 


300 


16.88 




375 


14.87 


321 


18.06 




317 


12.57 


168 


9.45 




360 


14.27 


161 


9.06 




339 


13.44 


261 


14.69 


51-65 Years 




9.00 


262 


14.74 


Over 65 Years 


1 :.o 


5.15 


137 


7.71 


TOTALS 


2522 




1777 





FRir 



162 



TABLE XXVIIC 



m OF THE STUDy POPIJLATIDW 
&Y COUNTY 



OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA 



WAGNER 



CREEK HUGHES McINTOSH 

"Ho'ri ~i Tri Tn "^n Tri i..u x no.^^j^ 



0- 5 Years.. MM. 1. 


10 


13.4 


36 


8,2 


31 


9.0 


84 


13.2 


32 


10.4 


50 


9,9 


224 


14,7 


17 


9.2 


i-12 Years 


48 


16.1 


80 


18.2 


57 


16.6 


82 


12,9 


52 


16,9 


84 


16.6 


265 


17.4 


• 36 


19.5 


13-18 Years 


43 


14.4 


80 


18.2 


59 


17.2 


81 


12,7 


69 


22,4 


102 


20.1 


235 


15.5 


18 


9.7 


19-25 Years......... 


36 


12.1 


35 


8,0 


30 


8.7 


86 


13,5 


28 


9.1 


46 


9.1 


203 


13.3 


15 


8.1 


26-35 Years 


32 


10.7 


26 


5.9 


24 


7.0 


81 


n,/ 


31 


10,1 


60 


11.8 


232 


15.3 


24 

* 


13.0 


3^-50 Yea IS 


38 


12. B 


66 


15.0 


53 


15.5 


78 


12.3 


41 


13,3 


83 


16.4 


217 


14.3 


17 


9,2 


51-65 Years 


39 


13.1 


89 


20.3 


51 


14,9 


85 


13,4 


43 


14,0 


45 


8.9 


102 


6.7 


32 


17.3 




22 


7.4 


27 


6.2 


38 


11.1 


59 


9,3 


'■','12 


3.9 


37 


7.3 


43 


2.8 


26 


14.1 



TOTALS 



298 



439 



343 



636 



308 



507 



1521 



185 



ERIC 



1 



H 
K) 
0 



121 



TABLE XXVI I la 
EDUCATIONAL LE«v^EL OF THE STUDY POPULATION 
All ResF-ondents Combined 



No. '/. 





993 


23 . 1 2 




783 


18.23 


10th Grade 


307 


7.15 




341 


7. V4 




834 


19.42 




135 


3.14 


14 Years (associate) 


185 


4.31 




46 


1 .07 


16 Years (Ef.S. or h>A- 


56 


1 .30 


13 Years (M.S. or M./|. 


15 


0.35 




12 


0.28 




588 


13.69 


TOTAL 


4295 





ERIC 



I 6 5 



TABLE XXVI I lb 
EDUCATIONAL LEUEL OF THE STUDY POPULATION 
URBAN vs RURAL 



URBAN K'URAL 

y- No. 





539 


O I -y ' 

•L.X t OQ 


455 


25. 62 




399 


15.84 


384 


21.62 


loth Grade 


169 


6. -71 


138 


7.77 




198 


7.86 


143 


8.05 




500 


19.85 


334 


ie.81 




97 


3.85 


38 


2.14 


14 Years (associate) 


137 


5.44 


48 


2.70 




39 


1 .55 


7 


0.39 


16 Years (B.S. or B. 


41 


1 .63 


15 


0.84 


18 Years (M.S. or M. 


10 


0.40 


5 


0.28 


Over 18 Years 


10 


0.40 


2 


0.11 


Does Not Apply 


381 


15.13 


207 


11.66 


TOTALS 


2519 




1776 





160 



TABLE XXVIIIc 
EDUCATIONAL LtHEL OF THP STUDY POPULATION 
BY COUNTY 



CREEK HUGHES HcINTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE OKMGEE TULSA yAGNER 





NOt 


1, 


No. 


I 


No. 


1 


No. 


7. 


No, 


•I 


No. 


t 


No. 


7. 


No. 


X 


^- 6 Grade m. 


65 


21. B 


127 


29.1 


95 


2/./ 


140 




/o 




1 1fi 


07 0 




n lO 


jj 


LUtO 


1" 9 Grade 


51 


17.1 


101 


23.1 


78 


22.7 


114 


17.9 


"77 

73 


23.7 


10/ 


01 A 


01 0 

it 17 


11.1 


Tl 


17 0 


10th Grade 




8.4 


20 


4.6 


29 


8.5 


49 


7.7 


21 


6.8 


33 


6. J 


1 AO 


hi 


10 


0.0 


nth Grade 


28 


9.4 


35 


8.0 


30 


8.7 


48 


7.5 


29 


9.4 


32 


6.3 


116 


7,6 


ID 

It 




12th Grade i 


60 


20.1 


71 


16,2 


72 


21.0 


4 At* 

• 105 


16. S 


50 


16,2 


107 


0^ A 

21.0 


324 


li yi 
21)4 


io 


K 1 


10 ledrb » • » f 1 1 1 • f M 






10 


t .0 


1 


,3 




4.1 


12 


3,9 


22 


4.3 


49 


3.2 


8 


4.3 


14 Tears (associate) 


11 


3.7 


9 


2,1 


1 


.3 


47 


7,4 


9 


2,9 


19 


3.7 


79 


5.2 


•7 


3.8 


15 Years »tMM«iiM 


2 


,7 




.5 


1 


.3 


10 


1.6 


1 


.3 


2 


.4 


27 


i.e 


1 


.5 


16 Years (B»S. or B. 


3 


1.0 


3 


,7 


1 


.3 


4 


.6 


2 


.6 


6 


1.2 


34 


2.2 


3 


1.6 


18 Years (H.S. or H. 


0 


.7 


1 


.2 


0 


.0 


1 


.2 


1 


.3 


0 


.0 


8 


.5 


2 


1,1 


Over IB Years 


0 


.0 


1 


,2 


1 


,3 


1 


,2 


0 


.0 


2 


.4 


7 


.5 


0 


.0, 


Ooes Not Appl!^M MM 


44 


14.8 


57 


13.0 


34 


9.9 


91 


14.3 


34 


11.0 


61 


12.0 


244 


16.1 


15 


8.1 



TOTALS 



298 



437 



343 



636 



308 



509 



• 1517 



IBS 



168 



ERIC 



(0 



TABLE XXI Xa 

HIGHEST DEGREE EARNED BY THE STUDY POPULATION 
All Respondents Combined 



No» % 

Certificate 881 20»51 

Associate 76 1»77 

Bachelors 59 1,35 

Masters ♦♦♦♦ 13 o*30 

Doctorate 4 0 ♦ 09 

Post-Doctorate 2 0*05 

Does Not Apply 3262 75»93 

TOTAL 4296 



169 



125 

TABLE XXI Xb 

HIGHEST DEGREE EARNED BY THE STUDY POPULATION 

URBAN vs RURAL 



No. • % No. X 

Certificate 562 22.27 319 18,00 

Associate .58* 2.30 18 1.02 

Bachelors 47 ^.g^ ^^^^ 

^^^•'^^^ 9 0.36 4 0.23 

Doctorate 3 0.12 1 0.O6 

Post-Doctorate 1 o.04 1 0.O6 

Does Not Apply i844 73.06 1418 80.02 



TOTALS 2524 1 



ERIC 



I 

I 



TABLE XXIXc 

»w mm B, « s«r p.,a.iioN 



BV COUNTY 



CREEK 



UAGNER 
No. I 



* No. X No. y" "k", — ' 

>_«__No, « , «.,-7--sr-j- 

, " '2 1*.= M 8.; « ,7r"7r — ~ 

* 15 2i4 D 1 / 

0 .« , . , '■ ' ' ' » 2-' 1 .S 

» .0 1 , , 2 1,1 

' ■ 9 •« 0 /I » 



rOTULt 



2" 437 



■171 



127 



r 

r 

TABLE XXXa 

CURRENT EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF THE STUDY POPULATION 
All Respondents Combined 

No . z 

Still in School .... 1387 33.40 

Dropped Out 90 2.10 

Does Not APPl^_ 2804 65.50 

TOTAL 4281 



128 



TABLE XXXb 

CURRENT EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF THE STUDY POPULATION 

URBAN vs RURAL 

URBAN rural"""" 
No* '/. No. %" 



Still m School 785 31.15 602 34.19 

Dropped Out 48 1.90. 43 2.39 

Does Not Apply i687 66.94 1117 63.43 



TOTALS 2520 



1761 



ERIC 



174 



I 



TABLE XXXc 

CURRENT EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF THE STUDV POPULATION 
&Y COUNTY 

^_^_c_"Er"i;;;ir"'Se^ — — 

"~ "~ '~ "~ "~ 

Still m School 83 ^^0.7 1S7 7x 0 m 7r c 

157 36.9 _ 121 L.5 U2 25.5, 126 41.0 180 35.5 478 31.4 56 30.3 

^'"'"''•ed Out ;., a 2.7 10 2.4 11 7 9 -) 7 ,n 

^'^ 2 .3 IB 5.9 4 .8 34 2,2 1 3 



™" W 435 307 507 



1523 IS! 



170 



ERIC 



H 



TABLE XXXIa 



POST-SECONDARY INSTITUTION, FIRST ENROLLMENT 
All Respondents Combined 





No. 






7 


0*16 




64 


1 .49 




13 


0.30 


Cf.>rr»e ron Co 1 1 t?*je • • • • 


1 


0 . 07 




1 


0.02 


Cent ral ,Std tf? U • * • . 


8 


0.19 




9 


0 ♦ 21 


Conners State 


16 


0.37 


fisst Central State . 


12 


0 .28 


Eastern Oklrihoina . . . 


6 


0.14 




0 


0 . 00 


Lsnaston University 


0 


0 . 00 




5 


0 . 12 


N. h ♦ 0kl3hofTi3 rSM • 


9 


0 .21 




62 


1 . 45 


Northern OkljhofTia 


5 


0.12 




1 


0 ♦ 02 


UKl3i:UfTia Br3}'tlSt .•• 


3 


0 . 07 


Oklahoma Christian • 


0 


0 . 00 


Uk Id noma Cit'j U* ••• 


7 


0 . 16 




4 


0 . 09 


Oklahoma F'anhanrJle • 


0 


0 . 00 


UKlahoma State U ••• 


35 


0 . 82 




0 


0 . 00 




0 


0 . 00 




0 


0 . 00 


Saint Gregory's •••• 


0 


0 . 00 




0 


0 . 00 


r»--_^_. 1/-* 


7 


0.16 




13 


0 . 30 


South 0kl3h(jfria City 


0 


0 . 00 




1 


0 . 02 




2 


0 . 05 




17 


0 . 40 




12 


0 . 28 




20 


0 . 47 


Ha'okell Indian JC 


68 


1 . 59 




14 


0.33 




42 


0 . 98 




18 


0 . 42 




0 


0 . 00 


OV. 1 ahoma C i Lsj UoTech 


2 


0 . 05 




0 


C . 00 


Da r 1 1 esvi 1 1 f? VoTech 


0 


0 . 00 


Drum r i iiht ff^eh . . . 


1 


0 . 02 


Mu'^ikoUee ^^oToch • • • • 


B 


0. 19 




0 


0. 00 




0 


0.00 




0 


0 . 00 




2 


0.05 


Fort Cobb ^-^oTGch 




0.05 




0 


0.00 


Burnu Flat ^<^or*?rh 


0 


0.00 


McAlf>Gter Tech 


0 


0.00 


Po^ea•J UoTech 


1 


0.02 


Ch Id v.h.i UoT<?ch . . . 


0 


0.00 




0 


0.00 




07 


2.03 




9 


0. 21 




67 


1 .56 




362G 


84.59 


rOTAL 


4289 





i 7 7 



TABLE XXXIb 

POST-SECONDAKY INSTITUTION, FIRST ENROLLMENT 
URBAN V5 RURAL 



URPAN 



RURAL 



No. 




No. 


X 


5 


0.20 


2 


0.11 


48 


1.91 


16 


0.90 


10 


0.40 


/ 


^.17 


0 


0.00 


I 


'J. 06 


1 


0.04 




'•.00 


7 


0.28 


'1 


.06 


7 


0.28 


2 


. .11 


12 


0.48 


4 


0.23 


9 


0.36 


3 


0.17 


3 


C. 12 


3 


0.17 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


3 


0.12 


2 


0.11 


7 


0.29 


2 


0.11 


44 


t ^75 


18 


1 .02 


0 


0.00 


5 


0.28 


0 


OrOO 


1 


0.06 


1 


0.04 


2 


0. 11 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


4 


0.16 


3 


0.17 


4 


0-16 


0 


0. 00 


0 


0 .00 


0 


0.00 


24 


0.95 


11 


0.62 


0 


0.00 


0 


0»00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0*00 


0 


0.00 


5 


0 »20 


2 


0.11 


7 


0.28 


6 


0.34 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


I 


0.04 


0 


0.00 




0.08 


0 


0.00 


1.1 


0.44 


6 


0.34 


9 


0.36 


3 


0.17 


18 


0.71 


2 


0.11 


47 


1 .87 


21 


1 . 19 


13 


0.52 


1 


0.06 


33 


1 .31 


9 


0.51 


16 


0.64 




0.11 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 




0.08 


0 


0.00 


0 


0» )0 


0 


0.00 


0 


o.oc 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


1 


0.06 


7 


0 . 28 


1 


0.06 


0 


0.00 


0 


0. 00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


OiOO 


ri 


0»08 


0 


0.00 


1 


0.04 


1 


0.06 


0 


0.00 . 


0 


0.00 


0 


o.oo' 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


1 


0.04 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


66 


2.62 


21 


1.19 


6 


0. 24 


3 


0.17 


44 


1.75 


23 


I .30 


3IJ 


80.94 


1590 


09.70 



AltMS JC 

Bacofifc? College .... 
Bethany NazareriG » . 
Came von College ... 
Carl Albert JC .... 
Ctni t rrj I !St J te U . . . , 

CI ri rctuore JC , 

Conne rs State 

fast Ct?ritr3l State . 
EastGrn Oklahoma ••, 

El Reno JC 

LcirifJGion University 

hurra^rt State 

N. E Qklcjhoma AXh . 

N. E. State 

Northern Oklahoma .. 

te 

Baptist . * . 
Christian . 
Ci ty U. . . . 

LA 

Panh«7n<ile . 
State U . . . 



,i t':^ 



N. U. !3t 

Ok 1 a ho ma 

Okl ahojna 

Ok 1 ahom J 

Ok 1 ahom a 

Ok 1 a ho ma 

Ok 1 ahoma 

Oral Roberts U 

Oscar Rose JC 

Phillips Mniv. 

rjai nt Gregory'' 

Hay re JC ..... 

Sem ino In JC . • 

S. E . State . . 

So'jth Oklahofna 

C- W. Collerie 

>. W. State 

Tulsa JC » 

U. or Oklahoma 

r«jls<j M 

Mask "II [nd ian JC ♦ . 

Ch I I acco f B ^'A 

Out of Stattf 

rul ,a Vofech 

Fni'i UoTech 

01^ 1 ahuiTia C i ty t'o Tech 
Lawtv?.. i-'oTech ...... 

Par tlesv I i 1 e tioTech 
0 rum r t - th t ^oTech . . . 
Musk».>«J.?e VoTech .... 

ArrJmore Kfnfech 

Wayne t'ofech 

El Rt}".i ^r^ofech 

ShawnL..» ^^oTech 

Fort Cobb t'oTech ... 

rii.u cr.n t'ofech 

Bj.jTits Flat t'oTech .» 
Mc A I e t e r Vo Tech . . . 

Potf?aM VofL^ch 

Chicl^asha t'oTech ... 

Hu'Jo v'o Tech ♦ 

OST 

Froprietory 

Other 

Does Not Apply 



ERIC 



TOTALS 



2510 



1771 



1 7 8 
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TABLE XXXIC 

POSIK-SECONDARV INSTITUTION, FIPJbT ENROLLMENT 



By couriry 
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P^conv Col 1 i-'if 
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C«r 1 Al^<•rt JC . . . . . 

C«ntr4l St^tf U . . . . 
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r.m%t Cvntral St^tr . 
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. Hurraw St«t* 

N. e. Okl«hoa« AIM . 
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Northvrn Okl.ihoa4 . . 

N. U. St«t« 

Okl«hoa« fta^tiftt ... 
Oklshoika Christian . 
OKl0hOM4f Cttw *J< «.. 
OKlJhoa« LA 

Okl«ho«« St.«ttr U . . . 

Or«l Roet«rt« U 

0«c«r fto«« JC 

Phillip* Univ 
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S«wr« JC 
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South OkljhOka Citw 
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Ard«or» Vorech 
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CI kwno Vorech 

Sh«wr>»» Vor»Ch 

Fori Cotl- Vorrch . . . 

D*JrtCMn VoTffch 

9urn« Flat Vor«ch .. 
HcAlrtttvr VoTcch . . . 
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Oth«r 

Do*« Not A^plw 
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TABLE XXXIIa 
POST-SECONDARY INSTITUTION, SECOND ENROLLMENT 



AH ReoponrJents Combined 



Altus JC 

P.jcone Col iGi^e . . . . 
fothany Nrizarene 
C,3irif?rori Cnl lesJe . . , 
Ccjrl Albert JC . . . , 
Cijntral Stote U . . . 

C J cJ remo re JC 

Conners Statu 

Eo'-^t Control State , 
i:.istern Ok lahoma . , , 

E 1 Reno JC 

t .maston University 

Murray Stjte 

n . E. OKldhoma ASM . 

N. E. State 

Northern Oklahoma . . 

N» W. state 

Oklahoma Baptist ,,, 
Oklahoma Christian . 
Oklahoma Ci ty U. . . . 

Hhlahoina LA 

0^ lahoma' Panhandle . 
Ok I ahoina S trite U ... 

Oral Roberts U 

n-^>ca r K'use JC 

'■'Ullips Univ 

:^iint Grenory's .... 

i3ayre JC 

Seminole JC 

E. State 

Douth Oklahoma City 

'1. W. Colle^Ji: 

W. State 

^^ulsa JC 

of Oklahoma . . . . ! 

Tulsa U 

Ilrj-^kell Indian JC . ! 

Chilaccof PI A 

Orjt of State 

F'jl sa '^oTerh 

Knid i^oTec.i 

HklahoTia Ci ty UoTech 

f jwton i^oT(?c:h 

t'^rirtlesvi llf» VoTech 
t' rumri ah t Vo Tech , , , 
^i'l vKoslee UoFech , , , , 

Ar'^moT'e VoTech 

Wayne '^oTech 

n Reno '^oTech 

Shawnee i^oT(?ch 

r ort Cobb UoTech . . , 

I"fr(can UoTech 

Hurns Flat VoTech ! 
/tc A I ester Vo Tech . , , 

I'oteau UoTech 

Chickasha UoTech . , , 
M»jio UoFech 

orn 

TOP ieto ry , 

nthjr 

f o;^& Not AppIs ..... 
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0 
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2 
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5 
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0 
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1 
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0 
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0 


0.00 


35 
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0 


0 00 


0 


0.00 


3 


0.07 


0 


0.00 



13 
0 
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.02 
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0 
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0.00 
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1 
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TOTAL 



422J 



1 fid 



TABLE XXXI IB 
POST-SECONDAHY INSTITUTION, SECC, ) ENROLLMENT 

URBAN vs RURrtL 



URBAN 



No. 



ROr;:AL 



No. 



Altu's JC 

F'.iconi? Co I lede .... 
£it? thrKiw N.j.rarer.o . . 
L'amoron Cnllc?dff ... 
Carl Albert JC .... 
Cv.Mitr.jl 5tr3te U . . . , 

(' 1 <3 rcMfiore JC , 

Confievjy JHti tf? , 

lidst Central State , 
i:i)'5t.orn OKlcihoma . . . 

tdjcio JC , , , 

Jstufi Uriiversit*^ 

State? 

. OH Jhon^ A«M . 

n, fUatt^ 

(i'jr th^^ 
' . Ul , St.. 

01' : ^'hciff.., r; * ri ;i ti sr> 

C I t ':* U. . . 

A 

F'ar.hcJ Jle 

Stfjtf? U . ^ 

rts U 



' ■ k I ^>hc ,IU 

n ^ i u ? > J tri t« 

Ro;?, 



Ro<: 



. 1 I 
1 ri , 



JC 

-J"-. Univ 

(J ru^vJory ' s . . . . 

JC 

Sr 'f . inrj If/ JC , 

i5 . St.Ttf? 

n jt h OM ohoma City 

;i * U . Co 1 I 

o • u! . S t . J t c? 

r.ji %6 JC . . , 

'J. uf tlkl.ihcn-.-a 

rulsci (,' . . , , 

H/i<:.kt? • I Ind i ,in JC . . 

Ch 1 I o^ co F £( r A 

Out i)f -S t.i r , ^ 

r^i sa '.'oTech . 

Er, d VoToch 

nVi.jhomcj Cit l^oTech 
<,<:i-Ji irt V<"Moch .... . , 
Bcj . i .»'%v) I u> 'v'uTech 
Dr.jor- 1 -(fit Vo Tech . . . 
Mijcju r V iTech .... 
Ar.jino-'O 

W.iNri<.' ft'ch . , , 

f ' K*i ~tu '-'o r It 

J- «wnf.»e ^^'n "cc/i 

^crl Cobb Vofpch ... 

-^n f (J r.?(*h , 

t? J f* 1 J L VoFcch . , 
tMcA I f?'j tfcM' Vofech ... 

f'otvD'i Vu lach • 

C^> I ■. V J■i^^.^ VnTech ... 

Huno Tlh: h 

OST 

I'' r o p r I L» t o 'J 

Otr;or 

l»o»s Not Af'p1\j 
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00 
00 
00 
40 



1710 



0.00 
0.11 
97.38 



TOTALS 



2467 



1/56 



181 
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Tiu^LE XXXII c ' 
POST- SECONDARY INSTITUTION, SECOND ENROLLMENT 
BY cotmry 



Mo. X 



Altu» JC 

bmconv CoUorti* 

Brth«nw N.i.-.if i-no ... 
Cmmoron Coilt-Hv .... 
C«rl '^Ui^-f t JC . . . . . 
C»titr«l 5t«t« i; . . . . 
Clar««ori. jC ..i.... 
Conner^ Stutp 

Ca«t»rn Ol' | *huma ... 
CI Rmno JC 

Hurrav St«t« 

M. C. 01* I dNo*i Alh . 

M. C. r*tet» 

Northvrn OKlohomj .. 

H. U. st«t« .... 

OKt«ho«.o |4«i>t|«t ... 

Okl«huni« Citv U. ... 

OKlaho** LA . , 

OKl«ho*o Pdrthar«dl» . 

OKlahoAJ StAt» U . . . 

Oral Robfrt« Lf 

0«r«r Ko^« jC 

PhllliF« Unlv 

Saint Crr«iorv*« .... 

S/.«f » JC 

f-jl* JC 

9. L. St«ta 

South 0> l^nu** Citv 

6' W. Coilma 

S. W. StJt^ 

TuUa JC 

U. or Oklafioca 

rul«a U 

Hmmkml 1 Indian jC . . 

Cht la', vo. 01 A 

CK/t of Stat* ....... 

Tul«a VoTach 

Chid Vorach 

UKlaho«>« i:itw VoTrch 

LawtOn VoFech 

#artlo«vtlla VoTach 
Dru»rtaht VoToch ... 
f<u«koilaa VoTach .... 
Ardaora VoFaCh 

Wawn* VoTrch 

CI ftano VoFrch 

' Shawn* a voTach 

^^S.^ -Cp^'** VoT*ch . . . 

Ouncan VuTvch 

turn* rial t'oTach . . 
flcAla«t#r VoTacr> . . . 

Potaau VoTach 

Chlckavhj VoTaCh ... 

Nujio VOTach 

UST 

Proi»rt*lor># 

Uth*r 

Oo9% Not Ai»^lw 
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.0 
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99.6 
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0 
0 

1 

0 

*J 
0 

^} 
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0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
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0 
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0 
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2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
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0 
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.0 
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.2 
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.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


^ 0 


.0 


.0 


0 


.0 


1 


. 2 




. 7 
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93.3 


602 94 


.6 


292 


93. 4 
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0 
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0 
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0 
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0 
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0 

0 

0 

0 
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• 0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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0 
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.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
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0 

1 

0 
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1 

0 

1 
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0 
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0 
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2 
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0 
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0 
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9 
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0 
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.0 

. 1 

.0 
.0 

. 1 

.0 
.0 
1 .0 
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.0 
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.0 

.1 

.0 
,6 
.0 
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.0 
.0 
.0 
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.2 
,6 
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,7 
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TABr.i: XXXIIIa 
MAJOFv' TR'IDE AFFILIATION 
All Respondent B Combined 



No. % 





2459 


57 • 27 




89 


2 • 07 




206 


4 • 80 




17 


0^40 




207 


4 .P2 




601 


lA.OO 




6 


0.14 




^ 1 






11 


0.26 


F* O t 3 W 3 +. O fTi i . • ^ » » % . • , * 


9 


0.21 


Sac 3rid Fox ..... » 


3 


0.07 


Osdsfe *»•»»«*>•. ^♦r''* 


26 


0.61 


Shawnee • • • r - . / • 


19 


0.44 




53 


1 .23 




11 


0.26 




9 


0.21 




12 


0.28 




0 


0.00 




5 


r . 12 




3 


0.07 




24 


0.56 






0.05 




17 


0.40 




0 


0.00 




0 


0.00 




A 


0.09 




88 


2.05 




372 


8.66 


TOTAL 


4294 ' 





183 



TABLE XXXI I lb 
MAJOR T^;I&E AFFILIATION 
URBAN RURAL 



URBAN 



RURAL 



No • 


7. 


No . 


7. 


1168 


46 . 39 


1291 


72.69 


S7 


»L » a,-^ O 


32 


1 . 80 


76 


3.02 


130 


7.32 


13 


0.52 


4 


0.23 


174 


6. ^ . 


33 


1 .86 


500 


19. 86 


101 


5 . 69 




0.2^ 


1 


0.06 


35 


1 .39 


s 


0 . 34 


10 


0.40 


1 


0.06 


8 


0.32 


1 


0 . 06 


3 


0.12 


0 


0 . 00 


20 


0.79 


6 


0.34 


14 


0.56 


cr 
>J 


0.28 


49 


1 .95 


4 


0,23 


10 


. 0.40 


1 


0 . 06 


9 


0 . 36 


0 


0 . 00 


12 


0.48 


0 


0. 00 


0 


0 .00 


0 


0.00 




0.20 


0 


0. 00 


3 


. 1 2 


0 


0 . 00 


23 


0.91 


.1. 


0.06 




0.08 


0 


0.00 


17 


0.68 


0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 


0 


0»00 


0 


0 . 00 


0 


0.00 


3 


0.12 


1 


0.06 


76 


'S . 02 


12 


0.6B 


226 


8.98 


146 


8.22 



Crf?ek 

Semi no I e » » 
Chickasaw » 
Euchoe • » » » 
Choc taw • » • 
Cherokee • • 
K i ckopoo » » 
Pownee » » » » 

F* o ri c c3 

F'o tcwa tomi 
Sac and Fo>r 
0^w3ifie . * . , , 
Shijwnee » » » 
Kiowa » » » » » 
C o rr. iTj rj ri c h e » 



Do 1 awa re 

Shoshoni 

S 1 0'j;c • • • 
Chi pPCMja 
NavaJo » » 
WinnehasJo 
Ho:>i 

Puebl o » » , 
Other . . . , 
Norie » ^ » » . 



TOTALS 



1776 



ERIC 



IJi 



I 



TABLE milk 

nm imi affiliation 

fir COUNTY 



C''ep^ 

Si"'ino!o 

f'l^i'^il'.JJ 

'■''-^'hw 

Chcc'.jg 

Chfrok'c 

K^^<im 

f'<i'''r'W 

f'^rico 

F'aldujtomi 

Sac and Fo>: 

0'^J3e 

Siawriec 



Cowanchif ,,, 

Ser«eca 

^OlfVdTO .MM 

f^'^ifjaa 

S'toshoni 

'^^Jf^^'^ 

<<• 

Ci'iif^ouj 

'''^IVJJO 

"i^'nebaflo 

^■^^i < 

•^'JC'^'tJ 

Oi^er 

'■lorii? 



No. 

155 "sJ'o' 
4 1,3 

CO 29. S 



0 
1^ 
0 
B 
0 
1 



It' 

.0 

.0 
2.7 

.0 
.3 



.0 
.7 
.0 
.3 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

1 .3 

23 7.7 



0 
1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



HUGHES 



No. r. 
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30 

c 

J 

0 
6 



1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 » 

0 
0 
0 
0 

19 4 



6 



ficlNTDSH 
No. T 

iinrr 



MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE mml TULSa' 



No. I No. 



273 42 



3 



0 


0 






0 


.0 

♦ V 


1 
1 


*) 

1 u 


1 


1 


4. 




n 


1 w 


Jl 


D A 
OiO 


10 


n 0 

4<l 7 


208 


32*7 


0 

V 


A 


A 

0 


.0 


0 


A 
»v 






0 


A 
1 U 


1 


. J 


A 

V 


A 


0 


.0 


A 
\l 


A 

lO 


0 


.0 


A 




0 


.0 


A 


• 0 


3 


c 
f J 


1 
1 




1 


*) 


0 


,0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 
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.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 
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.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


3 


e 

IJ 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


1 


.3 


6 


1.7 


10 


l,i 


10 


2,9 


75 


11. e 



9 2A1 84 
11 3 
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0 

10 3 

1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

(I 

0 
0 

1 
1 

23 7 



No. r. 



Nd. J! No. X 









•■MVP* 


351 


IQ A 


393 


39.1 


A 
1 


D 


34 


2.2 




7 1 


62 


4.1 


2 




8 


.5 


11 

i 1 


9 n 




8.4 


■^1 


i 1 


^Ar 

30S 


20,1 


A 

V 


A 
lO 


5 


i3 


0 


/ 

i6 


27 


1.8 


A 


.0 


10 


.7 


A 

0 


.0 


8 


.5 


1 


•2 




,1 


A 

0 


.0 


2i 


1,7 


A 

0 
3 


.0 


14 


.9 


.6 


48 


3,2 


3 


.£ 


7 


,5 


0 


.0 


9 


.6 


0 


.0 


12 


.8 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


5 


,3 


0 


.0 


3 


.2 


0 


.0 


21 


1.4 


0 


.0 


2 


.1 


0 


.0 


17 


1.1 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


1 


.1 


34 


6,7 


34 


2,2 











102 55.7 



1 

0 
0 
0 

27 14 

0 ■ 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 1 
50 27 



TOTALS 



298 



439 



343 



Ci6 



308 



509 



1516 



183 



186 
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I JO 



TABLE XXX rVa 
rtlNOR TRIBE AFFILIATION 
All Kospondenti. Combined 



No • 



Z 



C r eek • * • • 

Seniinole • 
Chi ckasaw 
tuchee ♦ • • 
Choci 3w • . 
Cherokee » 
Kickapoo . 
Pawnee • . • 
Pone a • • • . 
P o t cj w a t o m 1 
Sac and Fo: 

Shawnee • • , 
Kiowa 

CofTifTranche < 
Senuca • • • I 
Delaware • • 
C.j*jij5:3 » » » • 
Sho'L^honi • » 
U'japaw • • . . 
S 1 ou;: • ♦ ♦ » . 

Ch 1 ppeua • . 

Navajo • • • • 

UmneDa^o • 

Hopi 

f'uob I o • • . . 

Otht:* r . • . . » 

None 



230 


3.38 


290 


6. 79 


161 


3.77 


33 


0. 77 


87 


2. 04 


276 


A • •* o 


3 


0.07 




\J ^ / / 


27 


0.63 


14 


0. 33 


23 


0. 54 


20 


0. 47 


40 


0. 94 


18 


0. 42 


15 


0 . 35 


21 


0. 49 


6 


0. 14 


1 


0. 02 


1 


0 . 02 


9 


0.21 


24 


0 . 56 


tj 


0 . 


14 


0 . 3o 


6 


0.14 


0 


' 0.00 


0 


0 . 00 


ISI 


4.24 


2734 


64 .00 



TOTAL 



4272 



ERIC 



187 



■? 

TABLE XXXTVb 
MINOR TRTHE AFFILIATION 
j;<AN vs RURAL 



URBAN RURAL 





No • 


7. 


No. 


% 




125 


5,00 


105 


5.92 




158 


6 .32 


132 


7.44 




72 


2.88 


89 


5.02 




20 


0.80 


13 


0.73 




70 


2 , 80 


17 


0. 96 




188 


7.52 


88 


4.96 




3 


0.12 


b 


0. 00 




27 


1 .08 


6 


0.34 




12 


0.48 


15 


0.85 




10 


0.40 


4 


0.23 


Sac and Fox • * 


12 


0.48 


11 


0.62 




10 


0 .40 


10 


0.56 




30 


1 .20 


10 


0. 56 




18 


0.72 


0 


0. 00 






0.28 


8 


0.45 






0. 52 


8 


0 . 45 






0. 24 


0 


0.00 




1 


0.04 


0 


0. 00 




1 


0. 04 


0 


0. 00 




8 


0.32 


1 


0. 06 






0 . 88 


n 


0.11 




A 


0.16 


1 


0.06 




T 1 


0.4 4 


3 


0.17 


U 1 n ri c b a si o 


1 


0. 04 


5 


0.28 




0 


O.OC 


0 


0.00 




0 


0. 00 


c 


0.00 




120 


4 .80 


61 


3.44 




1550 


62. 02 


11P4 


66.73 


TOTALS 


2499 




1773 





ERIC 



18H 



mK WM AFFILIATION 
COUNTY 



cm 

No. 



rtcINTOSH mmH OKFUSKEE OhflULGEE TULSa" 



No. '/. No. 7. 

















10 




ns 


24.4 


23 


6.' 


I'l 1 


A 


0 


.0 


1 
1* 


.6 


A 


♦u 


11 


" 1 
«i 1 J 


0 


.0 


I 


« j 


10 


2.3 


n 

** 


.A 




.'1 


24 


W p 
^1 J 


19 




0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 






.7 


0 


.0 


3 


.y 


1 


.3 


J 


I.l 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


J I 


.? 


0 


.0 


0 


■ 0 


0 


.0 


c 

u 


1.1 


4 


1.2 


1 


.3 


1 


.2 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 




.9 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


,0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


,0 


0 


.0 
.0 


0 




0 


.0 


0 


0 




0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 




0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 




3 


.7 


0 


.0 


0 . 
0 . 




0 


.0 


r 
J 


1.5 




0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 , 




0 


.0 


0 


.0 






2 


.5 


54 


15.8 


180 iO. 




243 


S5.9 


227 


44.4 


298 




435 




342 









2.; 


33 


5.2 


1 


.3 


3 


IT 

J 


13 


2.0 


73 


11.5 


0 


.0 


4 


.4 


6 


.9 


0 


.0 


.0 


.0 


C 


.0 


0 


.0 




.3 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


c 


.8 


1 


1 

. 


0 


.0 


1 


■.2 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


18 


2.8 


458 


72.0 



No. 


7, 


No. 


1 


Wo. 


y 


4 


1.3 


m 


4,3 


107 

4 V f 




29 


9.4 


14 


3.1 


j2 


3.5 


0 


.0 


24 


4.7 


74 


4.9 


3 


1.0 


4 


1.2 


10 


.7 


4 


1,3 


14 


3.1 


41 


2.7 


9 


2.9 


21 


4.1 


106 


7.1 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


3 

w 


,2 


0 


.0 


2 


.4 


lA 

* V 


1 1 
Jk 1 i 


1 


.3 


1 


^2 


10 

* V 


7 


3 


1.0 


0 


.0 


i i 


7 


0 


,0 


9 


1.8 




.4 


0 


.0 


1 




iv 


7 

\l 


0 


.0 




iff 


ii 


1«J 


0 


.0 


0 

V 


lU 


li 


• 7 


0 


.0 






/ 




c* 

. i 
w 


A i 0 


A 
V 




16 


hi 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


6 


.4 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


1 
i 


< 

% I 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


1 


.1 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


4 


.3 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


21 


1.4 


0 




0 


.0 


r 


.3 


7 


2^3 


0 


.0 


3 


.2 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


1 


.1 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


4 


1.3 


33 


6tZ 


LI 


4.5 


30 


77.5 


337 


64.3 


W 





WGNER 
No. I 



Crtt'l' • 1 1 . • 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Sptuooli* 

C^u-''d',jw 

f'JC.Ni' ' , , 

c^octJu I.. ..I... .. 

thorc:n?e 

' .'■'*<i''JO 

''"^-r'te 

PoriCii f . I . I ) , , 

Polawatomi 

Sj: and Fox 

Qsjiie 

Shaynee 

f^lCiJll 

Cowjficfie 

EtTiCCJ •III ,, 

Ptljuare 

Ci'juda 

Shjshoni 

f' J.'Nu 

aiO'jM 1 1 . • I . . 1 1 , , , , I 
ChiP^CMu ,.. 

■"IViJO , 

Uirir.t?Dj!]o 

riopi > • I < I . < 1 1 , , I , , , 

f u,.'^io 

0' or 1 1 . 1 , , 

N y I t. 



fOTALS 



434 



27 14.8 
4.4 
9 4.9 
0 ,0 
0 ,0 
9 4.9 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 



307 



508 



1301 



183 



.0 
.0 



3 1.6 

0 ,0 



.0 

,0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.3 



124 48.8 



1!!!) 



loo 



TABLE XXXVa 
DEGREE OF MAJOR INDIAN BLOOD 
All Respondents Combined 



No . v. 

None 390 9.11 

1/8 234 5.47 

2/8 or 1/4 477 11.. 14 

3/8 154 3.60 

4/8 or 1/2 «... 1116 26.07 

5/8 88 2.06 

6/8 or 3/4 301 7.03 

7/8 99 2.31 

8/8 or 1 1422 33.22 



TOTAL 4281 



191 



143 



'I. BLE XXXVb 
DEGREE OF MAJOR INDIAN BLOOD 
URBAN vs RURAL 







1 1 C" A M 




RURAL 


No. 




No. 




None 


234 


9.32 


156 


8.82 


1/8 ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 


162 


6.45 


72 


4.07 


2/8 or 1/4 


280 


11.15 


197 


11.14 


3/8 


99 


3.94 


55 


3.11 


4/8 or 1/2 


731 


29.10 


385 


21 .76 


5/8 


48 


1 .91 


40 


2.26 


6/8 or 3/4 


178 


7.09 


123 


6.95 


7/8 


63 


2. SI 


36 


2.04 


8/8 or 1 


717 


28.54 


705 


39.85 


TOTALS 


2512 




1769 





192 



I 



TABLE nXVc 
DEGREE OF MAJOR INDIAN BLOOD 
Br COUNTY 



CREEK 



HUGHES Mcintosh muskogee mm" "oScee tulsa" 



UAGNER 





















No. 


7. 


No. 


X 


No, 








^0U6 t • 1 • 1 • 1 1 1 « 


24 


8,1 


18 


4.1 


11 


3.2 


84 


13.2 


22- 


7.2 


31 


6,1 


140 


9,2 


54 


29,7 

• fir 


1/8 II 


4 


1.3 


1 


.2 


5 


1.5 


54 


8,5 


10 


3.3 


12 


2,4 


131 


8,6 


17 


9,3 


4/0 ur •« 


44 


14.0 


30 


i.9 


19 


5.6 


103 


16.2 


21 


'6.8 


23 


4.5 


207 


13.7 


18 


9.9 


3/6 • M • M • M t 1 1 1 1 1 1 


12 


4.0 


i 


1.4 


3 


.9 


14 


2.2 


16 


5.2 


22 


4,3 


77 


5,1 


3 


1.6 


VB or 1/2 


100 


33.i 


121 


27.9 


59 


17,4 


154 


24,2 


53 


17.3 


142 


28,0 


446 


29,4 


24 


13.2 


* • M 1 I I I M I f 1 1 t 1 


3 


1.0 


13 


3.0 


3 


.9 


17 


2,7 


3 


1,0 


? 


1.8 


39 


2.6 


0 


•0 


i/8 or 3/4 


16 


5.4 


34 


7,8 


28 


8,2 


30 


4.7 


20 


6.5 


41 


8,1 


125 


8.3 


7 


3.8 


7/fl ••••Mil 


4 


1.3 


20 


4.6 


4 


1.8 


IS 


2,4 


9 


2,9 


13 


2.6 


28 


1.8 


3 


1.6 


8/B or 1 


91 


30.5 


191 


44.0 


206 


60.6 


165 


25,9 


153 


49,8 


214 


42,2 










TOTALS 


298 




434 




340 




636 




307 




507 




1513 




182 





193 



ERIC 



H 



TABLE XXXVIa 
DEGREE OF MINOR INDIAN BLOOD 
All Respondents Combined 



No. y. 









15.11. 








8.83 


2/8 or 






17.59 








4.42 


4/8 or 






40.65 








0.93 


6/8 or 






2.93 








0.07 


8/3 or 




255 


9.47 



TOTAL 2694 



1 9 o 

o 

ERIC 



TABLE XXXVIb 
DEGREE OF MINOR INDIAN BLOOD 
URBAN vs RURAL 

----- RURf^L 

No. '/. No. 







242 


14.54 


165 


16.02 






164 


9.86 


74 


7. 18 


8 or 




285 


17.13 


189 


18. i5 






80 


4.81 


39 


3.79 


8 or 




718 


43.15 


377 


36.60 






21 


1 .26 


4 


0.39 


8 or 




60 


3.61 


19 


1.84 






r> 


0.12 


0 


0.00 


8 or 




92 


5.53 


163 


15.83 




TOTALS 


1664 




1030 





196 



ERIC 



I 



TABLE XXXVIc 
DEGREE OF HINOR INDIAN DLOOD 

By couNiy 

creS Huois iciiiosii mm SfSee'^'ISlgee tulsa"" Sgner 



No, X No, r. No. No, X No. 5! No, X No, X No, 'i 



NQHO I « m m m m I « 


26 


12.8 


20 


e.4 


13 


9.5 


86 


21.6 


24 


23.5 


33 


8,3 


141 


13.4 


56 


45.9 


1/8 M » • M M f » » 1 M 


f> 


3.0 


3 


1.3, 


2 


1.5 


55 


13.8 


6 


5.9 


14 


3.5 


132 


12.5 


19 


15.6 


2/8 or 1/4 


40 


19,7 


31 


13,0 


20 


14.6 


99 


24,6 


17 


16,7 


25 


6.3 


209 


19.9 


20 


16.4 


3/6 M » M M M » M 1 1 


0 


.0 


6 


2.5 


1 


,7 


9 


2,3 


3 


2,9 


17 


4.3 


79 


7,5 


2 


1.6 


4/8 or 1/2 


102 


50.2 


m 


48,5 


60 


43,6 


147 


36.9 


50 


49.0 


139 


34.7 


440 


41.8 


25 


20.5 


S/6 « 1 1 » « « M » < 1 n 1 


0 


,0 


0 


.0 


4 


2,9 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


21 


2.0 


0 


.0 


6/8 or 3/4 


0 


.0 


0 


,0 


27 


19.7 


3 


.8 


0 


.0 


19 


4.8 


30 


2.9 


0 


.0 


7/8 . , , . , I . . 1 . 1 . 1 1 


0 


.0' 


0 


,0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


2 


2,0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


8/6 or 1 


M ' 29 


14,3 


63 


2i,4 


10 


7.3 


0 


.0 


0 


,0 


153 


38.2 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 



TOTALS 203 23? 137 398 102 40O 1052 



198 



ERIC 



148 



TM3LE XXXVI la 
TOTAL DEGREE OF INDIAN BLOOD 
Al 1 Respondents Combined 

No. Z 









7.77 








4.67 


2/8 or 






7.52 








3.25 


4/8 or 






12. 16 








1.98 


6/8 or 






5.44 








3.43 


8/8 or 






53.77 



TOTAL 4283 



199 

ERIC 



MM 

TABLK XXXVIIb 
TOTAL DEGREE OF INDIAN BLOOD 
URBAN vs RURAL 



No. '/. No. •/. 

None 196 7.81 137 7.72 

1/8 138 5.50 62 3.49 

2/8 or 1/4 189 7.53 133 7.50 

3/8 - 97 3.87 42 2.37 

4/8 or 1/2 310 12.36 211 11.89 

5/8 57 2.27 28 1.58 

6/8 or 3/4 165 6.58 68 3.83 

7/8 98 3.91 49 2.76 

8/8 or 1 1259 50.18 1044 58.85 



TOTALS 2509 1774 



ERIC 



'MLK tmik 

imi mm of Indian hlooo 

DY COUNTy 



CREEK HUGHES HcINTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE OKHUIOEE TULSA UAGNER 







No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


X 


No. 


t 


None M 


1 1 t M t II 


23 


7.7 


14 


3.2 


12 


3.S 


02 


12.9 


17 


5.S 


26 


S.l 


124 


6.2 


27 


14.9 


1/0 .t.i.n. 


1 t 1 t t t t 1 


4 


1.3 


6 


1.4 ' 


4 


1.2 


41 


6.5 


6 


2.6 


9 


1.6 


98 




Mil 

30 




m/\i or 1/^ 1 


II M 1 1 n 


ki 


A A 
Hil 




1 / 








n i 
io.i 


13 




tj 




13( 


iViV 


*v 




3/0 f • M M 1 1 


1 1 1 1 « 1 1 1 




S.4 


2 


.5 


4 


1.2 


19 


3.0 


12 


3.9 


11 


2.2 


67 


4.4 


5 


2.8 


4/8 or 1/2 . 


1 1 1 f ii 1 


48 


li.l 


4B 


11.0 


IS 


4.4 


95 

1 


15.0 


29 


9,4 


61 


12.0 


198 


13.1 


21 


11,6 




1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


7 


2.3 


3 


.7 


0 


.0 


22 


3.5 ' 


2 


.6 


8 


1.6 


42 


2.8 


0 


.0 


6/8 or 3/4 


1 1 1 H 1 1 


18 


6.0 


11 


2.5 


8 


2i3 


29 


4.6 


13 


4.2 


17 


3.4 


135 


8.9 ■ 


1 


.6 


7/8 1 f f f f ( M < 


1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


,3 


1.0 


4 


.9 


5 


1.5 


17 


2.7 


9 


2.9 


29 


'5,7 


72 


4.8 


4 


2,2 


e/B or 1 .... 


1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


m 


53.7 


347 


79.2 


283 


83.0 


24S 


38.6 


203 


65.9 


323 


63,7 


625 


41.3 


73 


40.3 


TOTALS 




296 




438 




341 




635 




308 




807 




1513 




181 





I f 



202 

201 



H 

U1 
0 



TABLE XXXVIIIa 

RESPONDENTS THAT UNDERSTAND THE TRIBAL LANGUAGE 
All Respondents Combined 

No. X 

Yes » 1677 38.99 

No 2624 61.01 



TOTAL 4301 



203 



TABLE XXXVIIIb 

RESPONDENTS THAT UNDERSTAND THE TRIBAL LANGUAGE 

URBAN vs RURAL 



No. •/. No. V. 

^es 909 36.01 768 43.22 

1615 63.99 1009 56.78 

TOTALS 2524 1777 



204 



I S3 



TABLE XXXVIIIc 

RESPONDENTS THAT UNDERSTAND THE TRIBAL LANGUAGE 
BY COUNTY 





CRCEK 


HUGHES 


Mcintosh 


MUSKOGEE 


OKFUSKEE 


OKMULGEE 


TULSA 


WAGNER . 




No. X 


No. X 


No. 


X 


No. 


% 


No. 


X 


No* 


X 


No. 


X 


No. X 




99 33.2 


288 65.6 


176 


51.3 


200 


31.4 


155 


50.3 


224 


44.1 


457 


30.0 


45 24.3 




199 66.8 


ISl 34.4 


167 


48. 7 


436 


68.6 


153 


47.7 


284 


35. 9 


1065 


70.0 


140 75.7 


ALS 


290 


439 


J43 




636 




300 




508 




1322 




185 



205 



ERIC 



154 



TABLE XXXIXa 

RESPONDENTS THAT SPEAK 
THE TRIBAL LANGUAGE FLUENTLY 
All Respondents Combined 



No . 

res 1079 25.09 

No 3222 74.91 

TOTAL 4301 



206 



ERIC 



155 

TABLE XXXI Xb 

RESPONDENTS THAT SPEAK 
FHE TRIBAL LANGUAGE FLUENTLY 
URBAN vs RURAL 



No. 7. No. 7, 

540 21.39 539 30.35 

No 1985 78,61 1237 69,65 

TOTALS 2525 1776 

i 
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TABLE XXXIXC 



RESPONDENTS THAT SPEAK 
fHE TRIBAL LANGUAGE FLUENTLI 
Br COL'NTY 





'JREEK 


HUGHES 


ilcI^TOSH 


nOSKOGEt 












NO. I 


NO. t 


rji t 


No. I 


No. I 


No. I 


No. t 


No. I 


TGS 1 1 « « « 1 1 « « m m « * 

NO « 1 « « t « M M 1 « 1 f M « 


12 24.2 
226 ;5.8 ■ 


184 42.0 
254 58.0 


129 37.6 
214 62.4 


118 18.6 
518 81.4 


123 39.9 
185 60.1 


146 28.7 
362 71,3 


254 16.7 
1269 83.3 


30 16.2 
155 83,8 


lOTALS 


298 


438 


343 


636 


306 


508 


.1523 


185 



208 



TABLE XLa 

fRIPAL TOWN AFFILIATION 
All Respondents Combined 



No» 7. 





85 


2.00 




48 


1 .13 




30 


0.71 




21 


0.49 




61 


1 .43 




16 


0.38 




24 


0.56 




24 


0.56 


Tulsa (Canadian) >>> 


50 


1 .18 


Tclsa (little River/ 


92 


2.16 




65 


1 .53 




21 


0.49 




3 


0.07 




95 


2.23 




6 


0.14 




35 


0.82 




3 


0.19 




22 


0.52 




84 


1 .98 




132 


3.10 




19 


0.45 




91 


2.14 






0.05 




7 


0.16 




112 


2.63 




3 


0.07 


Pakantsl ahassee >>>f 


11 


0.26 




26 


0.61 


Cha pta rksof ka 


0 


0.00 




6 


0.14 




10 


0.24 




44 


1 .03 




25 


0.59 




10 


0.24 




31 


0.73 




23 


0.54 




78 


1 .83 




19 


0.45 




0 


0.00 




0 


0.00 




21 


0.49 




1 


0.02 




60 


1 .41 




12 


0.28 




1423 


33.46 




1297 


30.50 



ERIC 



TOTAL 4253 

210 



TABLE XLb 
TRIBAL TOWN AFTILIATION 
URBAN vs RURAL 



158 



? URBAN RURAL 

No. %" No. 7. 







1 • 67 


43 


2 • 4 / 




28 


1*11 


2U 


1 • 1 D 




23 


0 • 92 


/ 


0 • 40 




14 


0 • 06 


-> 
/ 


n An 




23 


0 • 92 


3o 


i ry 
A. i 10 




/ 


0 • 28 


7 






1 O 


0 • 60 


y 






13 


0 • 52 


1 1 


n XT 


Tulsa (Canadian) • • • 


16 


y VI 

0 • 64 


34 


1 • V 0 


Tulsa (lit/t -e Kiver; 


6/ 


2 ♦ 67 


oc~ 

2o 


1 vl /I 




29 


1*15 


36 


2 • 0/ 




7 


0 • 28 


1 4 






3 


0 • 1 i^. 


0 


A nn 






1 • 7.:) 


0 1 


0 0 "2 

2 • V3 






0 • CD 


4 


0 • 23 




18 


"^0 

0 • 72 


1 / 


n 00 




8 


0*32 


0 


n nn 




15 


0 • / 0 




/\ VI /X 

0 • 40 




:j4 


2 • 15 




1 • /2 




bv 




/3 


4 • 1 V 




10 


0 • 40 


V 


/-\ CO 

0 • 52 




16 


/\ y VI 

0 • 64 


7^ 


4 • 3 1 




1 


0 • 04 


•1 
1 


0 • 06 




0 


0 * 00 


/ 


n An 




VI "7 

43 


1 • 71 


6 V 


3 • / 6 




2 


0 • 08 


•1 
1 


A n JL 


PakantalahssGee • • • • 


3 


U * 1 2 


0 
0 


A AX. 




/ 


U • «::o 




i AO 
•L • w / 




0 


/\ r\r\ 
U • UU 


U 


U • UU 




cr 


v-v 0 

0*20 


•1 
1 






5 


/O . 20 


5 . 


0.29 




-> 

,7 


' /s 00 
0 . ila 


3 / 






13 


0 . 52 


12 


0.69 






0.08 


8 


/\ VI y 

0.46 




5 


0.20 


2 A 


1 .49 




4 


0.16 


19 


1 . 09 




30 


1.19 


48 


2 . 76 




8 


0.32 


11 


0 . 63 




0 


0.00 


0 


0.00 




0 
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TABLE XLIa 

DO RESPONDENTS CONTRIBUTE TO HOUSEHOLD INCOME? 
All Respondents Combined 

No. ■ y. 

1718 ^0,63 
2510 59.37 



TOTAL 4228 



Yes 
No 
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TABLE XLIb 

DO RESPONDENTS CONTRIBUTE TO HOUSEHOLD INCOME? 

URBAN vs RURAL 

URBAN RURAL 
No» 7. No» ~ '/. 



yes 1040 41.60 678 39.24 

1460 58.40 1050 • 60.76 

TOTALS 2500 1728 
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TABLE XLIc 

DO RESPONDENTS CONTRIBUTE TO HOUSEHOLD INCOME? 
fiY COUNTY 

CREEK HUGHES HcINTQSH " HUSKOGEE ' OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WGNER 

NO. I No. t No. I No. I No. X No* I No. I No. I 

ifes 102 3i2 158 36.7 160 52.5 284 44,7 95 31.0 199 39,1 628 41,3 72 38.9 

1o 196 65.8 273 63.3 163 47.5 351 55.3 211 69,0 310 60,9 893 58.7 113 61,1 

TOTALS 298 431 343 635 306 509 1521 185 
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TABLE XLIIa 

TYPES OF EMPLOYMENT OF THE RESPONDENTS 
All Respondents Combined 



No. % 

Self -Employed 102 2.41 

Employed 1028 24.32 

Unemployed 374 8»85 

Retired 2I8 5.16 

Does Not Apply 2505 59.26 



TOTAL 4227 
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TABLE XLIIb 
:-ES OF EHPLOYHENT OF THE RESPONDENTS 
URBAN vs RURAL 

uiiAN"' RURAL 
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TABLE XLIIc 

TYPES OF imimi OF THE RESPONDtilfS 
BY COUNTY 



CREEK HUGHES HcINTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE OKHULGEE TULSA y/lGNER 





No. 
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TABLE XLIIIa 

AMOUNT OF EMPLOYMENT OF THE RESPONDENTS 
All Respondents Combined 



No, y. 

Part Time 163 3,92 

Full Time 986 23,70 

Does Not Apply 3011 72,38 

TOTAL ^160 
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TABLE XLIIIb 
AMOUNT OF EMPLOYMENT OF THE RESPONDENTS 
URBAN vs RURAL 



No» % No» Z 

Part Time 97 3*92 66 3.91 

Full Time 655 26.49 331 19.62 

Dofes Not Apply 1721 69.59 129.0 76.47 

TOTALS 2473 1687 



ERIC 



223 



TABLE XLIIIc 

flHouNT OF mmmi of the respondents 

«y COUNTY 



CREEK HUGHES HcINTOSH HUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE OKHULGEE TULSA yAGNER 
No. X No. 5 No» X No. X No. I "So" 5' "no" T "noI 5' 



Pirt Tine 19 6.5 23 5.5 9 2.8 27 4.3 15 1.9 10 2.0 57 3.8 , 3 1.6 

Full Timi; 65 22.2 60 .14.3 49 15.0 161 25.6 48 15.6 123 24.fr 44S 29.6 35 1B.9 

Dobs Not AppIu 209 71.3 337 BO. 2 268 82.2 410 70.1 241 79.5 366 73.3 lOOO 66.6 147 79.5 

I'O'.ALS 293 120 326 628 , 307 499 1S02 185 
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TABLE xLIVa 

OCCUPATION SKILLS OF THE RESPONDENTS 
All RwsPondentG Combined 



No. % 





299 


7.09 




207 


4.91 




178 


4.22 




56 


1 .33 




48 


1.14 




116 


2.75 




68 


1 .61 




23 


0.55 




S9 


1 .40 




86 


2.04 


Social Scientists »» 


0 


0.00 




19 


0.4S 




121 


2.87 




18 


0.43 




120 


2.84 




2800 


66.38 


TOTAL 


4218 





226 



TABLE XLIVb 
OCCUPATION SKILLS OF THE RESPONDENTS 
URBAN vs RURAL 



URBAN RURAL 

No. y.~ "noT y. 
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OCCUPATION SKILLS OF THE m?mm 
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TABLE XLVa 

LENGTH OF TIME ON PRESENT JOB OR SCHOOL 
All Fs'espondents Combined 



No, '/. 

1- 6 months 233 5,57 

7 -12 months 152 3,63 

1 - 2 years ♦ 225 5>38 

2- 5 years 273 6,52 

6 -10 years 252 6,02 

Over 10 years 222 5,30 

Does Not Apply 2828 67,57 



TOTAL 4185 
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TABLE XLVb ' ~ 

LENGTH OF TIME ON PRESENT JOB OR SCHOOL 
URBAN vs RURAL 



No. % No. 

- 6 months 176 7.11 57 3^ 

' -12 months 102 4.12 " 50 2.93 

- 2 years 134 5.41 91 5.32 

I - 5 years 177 7.15 96 5.62 

, -10 years 118 4.77 134 7.84 

)ver 10 years 120 4.85 102 5.97 

ioes Not Apply 1649 66.60 1179- 68.99 



TOTALS 2476 1709 
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TABLE XLVc 

LENGTH OF TIME ON PRESENT JOB OR SCHOOL 
BY COUNTY 



CREEK HUGHES McINTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER 
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TABLE XLVIa 
DISTANCE TO AMD FROM UORK OR SCHOOL 
All Respondents Combined 



No, % 



1- 5 ini les * . 


689 


16.35 




306 


7.26 




196 


4.65 




141 


3.35 




92 


2.18 
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2,25 




90 
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TOTAL 
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TABLE XLVIb 
DISTANCE TO AND FROM WORK OR SCHOOL 
URBAN vs RURAL 



No, •/. No» y. 

1- 5 miles 459 IB, 37 230 13,40 

6- 10 miles 178 7,12 128 7,46 

11- 20 miles 102 4,08 94 5,48 

21-. 30 miles 71 2,84 70 4,08 

31- 50 miles 37 1,48 55 3,21 

51-100 miles 28 1,12 67 3,90 

Over 100 miles 38 1,52 52 3.03 

Does Not Apply 1586 63,47 1020 59,44 



TOTALS 2499 1716 
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TABLE XLVIC 

DISTANCE TO AND FROM WORK OR SCHOOL 
Br COUNTY 



lkE£N- hughes rtcXNTOSH ^lUSKOGEE • ONTUSNEE OKhULGEE TULSA uIAGNER 

^ NO. Z No. y. ""no7 F '"noT z" "'noT tT """noT %~ ~"no7 V 

* '''' l-^^S 87 20.3 89 26.2 96 15.1 A9 16.4 87 17.1 190 12.5 47 25.5 

* 21 7.1 17 4.0 49 14.4 34 5.4 8 2.7 30 5.9 132 8.7 15 8.2 

* 21 7.1 6 1.4 21 6.2 13 2.0 11 3.7 24 4.7 98 6.4 2 l.l 

• 2^ 7 1.6 11 3.2 7 1.1 2 .7 10 3.5 70 4.6 5 2.7 

* 11 2.7 7 1.6 2 .6 8 1.3 10 3.4 17 3.3 29 1.9 8 4.3 

^ 5.4 8 1.9 4 1.2 23 3.6 13 4.4 11 2.2 10 .7 10 5.4 

^ 5 1.2 8 2.4 7 1.1 34 H.4 ? 1.^ 20 1.3 6 J. 3 

1^ 1<^0 53.9 291 6Q.0 156 45.9 447 70.4 ' 171 57.4 JlS 61.9 975 64.0 91 49.5 

297 428 340 635 298 309 1524 i84 
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TABLE XLVIIa 
RESPONDENTS WITH A PHYSICAL HANDICAP. 
All Respondents Combined 

No. 

.... 363 8.58 

Yes . » • 

^„ 3867 91.42 

No ........».»•••••• 

TOTAL 4230 
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TABLE XLVIIb 
RESPONDENTS WITH A PHYSICAL HANDICAP 
URBAN vs RURAL 



No. v. No. v. 

Yes 155 6.20 208 12.02 

No 2344 93,80 1523 87.98 



TOTALS 



2499 



1731 
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TABLE XLVIIc 

RESPONDENTS WITH A PHYSICAL HANDICAP 
BY COUNTY ; 

"cRiiK HUGHES McINTOSH MUSKOGEE * OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER 

"noT tT "^^NoT %~ " No. Z No. % No. Z No. . No. X No* Z 

42 14.1 74 17.1 58 17.0 32 5.0 24 7.8 46 9.0 64 4,2 23 12.4 

255 85. 9 350 82.9 284 83.0 ^03 95.0 284 92.2 463 91.0 1 45Q 95.8 162 87.6 

297 432 342 635 308 509 1522 185 
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APPENDIX B 
CREEK NATION CENSUS SURVEY INSTRUMENT 
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CREEK NATION CENSUS SURVEY 

County 

Township 

Range 



Section 



Variable 1. HOUSEHOLD INCOME PATTERN: (Circle) 



01. 


$ 500 - 


$ 1,000 


02. 


1.000 - 


2,000 


03. 


2.001 - 


3,000 


OA. 


3,001 - 


6,000 


05. 


6,001 - 


10,000 


06. 


10,001 - 


15,000 


07. 


over 15 , 


000 



Variable 2. RESIDENCE STATUS: (Circle) 

01. Urban (Greater than 2,500) 

02. Rural 

ariable 3. HOUSING STATUS: (Circle) 

01. Own fully (Just one owner) 

02. Ovm partially (More than one owner) 

03. Rent 

04. Other (please explain) 



ariable 4. If house is owned, how is it financed? (Circle) 



01 . Financed by Creek Nation Housing Authority 

02. " " Home Improvement Program (HIP) 

03. " Farmers Home Administration (FHA) 

04. " Other Federal Assistance 



05, 
06. 



Private Funding 
None of the above 



ariable 5. If renting, who is your landlord? (Circle) 

01. Private individual or corporation 

02. Creek Nation Housing Authority 

03. Other Federal programs 

04 . None of the above 

ariable 6. Is this house on restricted land? (Circle) 

01. Yes 

02 . No 
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triable 7. The present dwelling contains how many rooms? (Circle) 

01. One 

02. Two 

03. Three 

04 . Four 

05. Five 

06. Six 

07. More than six 

triable 8. What type of heating fuel is uoed at the present address? (Circle) 

01. Natural gas 

02. Electric 

03. Wood/Coal 

04. LPG (propane) 

05. Other 

riable 9. Where is the bathroom located? (Circle) 

01. Inside 

02. Outside 

riable 10. What is the water source for the present address? (Circle) 

01. Well 04. Pond 

02. Rural water line 

03. City water 

riable 11. If we^l w^iC^/ is used, is it pumped into the house? (Circle) 

01. Yes 

02. No 

03. Does not apply 

riable 12. How long has this family lived at this address? (Circle) 

01. 1-12 months 

02. 1-2 years 

03. 2-4 years 

04. 4-10 years 

05. over ten years 

riable 13. Are there people currently living at this address who are not re- 
gular household members? (Circle) 

01. Yes 

02. No 

iable 14. If there are People currently living at this address who are not 
regular household members, how many? (Circle) 

01. One 
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02. Two 

03. Three 

04 . Four 

05. Five or more 



06. Does not apply 



Tariable 15. Is the tribal language used in the immediate family? (Circle) 

01 . Always 

02. Frequently 

03. Occasionally 
OA. Seldom 

05 . Never 

ariable 16. How many household members are registered voters? (Circle) 



ariable 17. 



01. 


None 


02. 


One 


03. 


Two 


04. 


Three 


05. 


Four 


06. 


Five 


07. 


More than five 


How 


often does this 


01. 


Always 


02. 


Frequently 


03. 


Occasionally 


04. 


Seldom 


05. 


Never 



triable 18. This household has used Indian Health Services within the last: (Circle) 

01. One year 

02. Three years 

03. Five years 

04. Ten years 

05. Does not apply 



iriable 19. 



rlable 20. 
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How often does this household use Bureau of Indian Affairs' services? 
(Circle) 

01. Always 

02. Frequently 

03. Occasionally 

04. Seldom 

05 . Never 

This household has used Bureau of Indian Affairs' services within the 
last: (Circle) 

01. One year 

02. Three years 

03. Five years 

242 
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04. Ten years 

05. Does not apply 

Variable 21, When ^ home, what one organization do you turn to most in time 
of emergency? (Circle) 

01. Bureau of Indian Affairs 

02. Creek Tribe (CHR, Manpower Representative, Education, etc.) 

03. Non-Bureau of Indian Affairs' federal organization 

04. Other 

Variable 22. When away from home, what organization do you turn to in the time of 
emergency? (Circle) 

01. Bureau of Indian Affairs 

02. Creek Tribe (CHR, Manpower Representative, Education, etc.) 

03. Non-Bureau of Indian Affairs* federal organization 

04. Other 

Variable 23. When at home what one person do you turn to most in time of emergency? 

01. Relative 

02. Minister 

03. Tribal elder 

04. Friend 

05. Other 

Variable 24. When at home and if you turn to a friend, is he or she: (Circle) 

01. Indian 

02. Non-Indian 

03. Does not apply 

Variable 25. When away from home what one person do you turn to most in time 
of emergency? (Circle) 

01. Relative 

02. Minister 

03. Tribal elder 

04. Friend 

05. Other 

Variable 26. When away from home and if you turn to a friend, is he or she: (Circle) 

01. Indian 

02. Non-Indian 

03. Does not apply 
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HOOSEHOLD HEHBERS (REGUUlilLY LIVING HERE) , PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS AND EHPLOYKENT PAITERNS 



1 


Education 






No of Highest 






years degree 




Member 


completed completed 




(See Coding 


(coding (aee coding 


(see coding 


LUt A) , Ages' 


' lUtB) liitC) .** 


list D) 









, Tribe Degree of Indian Blood 

(See Coding List E) (Coding List F) Spe«k Tribal Lang. 

Hajor , Hlnor Hajor Minor Total Understand Tribal Lang- uage Fluently {{n 

A B A B C uage (l«yeB 2«no) yes 2«no) 



^01 fl-.S yeira **If age of member is 6 • 18 years, then; 

02 6-12 years 01. Still in school 

03 13-18 years 02. Dropped out 

04 15-25 .years 03. Does not apply 

05 26-35 years ***If member has more than high school education, where? (See coding Llst D) 

06 36-50 years 
Oil 51-65 years 

08 over 65 yeirt ' 



H 

OD 
U1 
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Household Income 
Trlbil Tovn AfflUition Contribution 
(Coding Lljt C) (l7e8 2»no) 



Length of time on :Utjr:ce to i From 
Eitployment Occupation Skill preiept Job or school Work or School Phyalcal Handicap 
l^im jrt*** (Coding Llit H) ****** ******* (>yjj 2ino) 



****0l Self -employed 

02 Outside (work for someone else) 

03 Unenployed 

04 Retired 

05 Does not 



apply 



'♦♦**oi 
02 
03 



******01 

02 
03 
04 
05 
05 



I' 6 months 
7-12 months 

1- 2 years 

2- 5 years 
6-10 yeprs 
over 10 years 



*******0i 
02 



1- 



Part time (less than 40 hrs per week) 07 does not apply for H.S. age or less person 
Fulltime . ^ 

Does not apply 



II 
21- 
31- 



5 miles 
10 miles 
20 miles 
30 miles 
50 mlle» 



03 
04 
05 

Oi 51-100 miles. 

07. over 100 miles 

08 Does not apply for H.S, age or less person 



H 

CD. 

01 
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Coding List A 
Household Members by Title 



01. 


Father (Husband) 


02. 


Mother (Wife) 


0,^ . 


Son 


04. 


Daughter 


05. 


Son-in-Law 


06. 


Daughter-in-Law 


07. 


Stepfather 


08. 


Stepmother 


09. 


Uncle 


10. 


Aunt 


11. 


Grandmother 


12. 


Grandfather 


13. 


Nephew 


14. 


Niece 


15. 


Mother-in-Law 


16. 


Father-in-Law 


17. 


Other (please describe) 
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Coding List B 
Years of Formal Education Completed 



01. K~6 grade 

02. 7-9 grade 

03. 10 grade 

04. 11 grade 

05. 12 grade (high school graduate) 

06. 13 (one year of post-high schocl work) 

07. 14 (associate degree 

08. 15 

09. 16 

10. 18 

11. Over-18 

12. Does not apply 
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Coding List C 

Level of Formal Post-Secondary 
Education by Degree 



01. Certificate of Completion 

02. Associate Degree 

03. Bachelors Degree 

04. Masters Degree 

05. Doctorate 

06. Post-Doctorate 

07. Does not apply 
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Post-Secondary Educational Institutions 



Altus Junior College 

Bacone College 

Bethany Nazarene College 

Cameron College 

Carl Albert Junior College 

Central State University 

Claremore Junior College 

Conners State College 

East Central State College 

Eastern Oklahoma State College 

El Reno Junior College 

Langston University 

Murray State College 

Northeastern Oklahoma A&M 

Northeastern State College 

Northern Oklahoma College 

Northwestern State College 

Oklahoma Baptist University 

Oklahoma Christian College 

Oklahoma City University 

Oklahoma College of Liberal Arts 

Oklahoma Panhandle State College 

Oklahoma State University 

Oral Roberts University 

Oscar Rose Junior College 

Phillips University 

Saint Gregory's College 

Sayre Junior College 

Seminole Junior College 

Southeastern State College 

South Oklahoma City Junior College 

Southwestern College 

Southwestern State College 

Tulsa Junior College 

University of Oklahoma 

Tulsa University 

Haskell Indian Junior College 

Chilacco, BIA 

Out-of-state (other than Haskell) 



Vo-Tech Area Schools 

40. Tulsa 

41. Enid 

42. Oklahoma City 

43. Law ton 

44 . Bartlesville 

45. Drumright 

46. Muskogee 

47. Ardmore 

48. Wayne 

49. El Reno 

50. Shawnee 

51. Fort Cobb 

52. Duncan 

53. Burns Flat 

54 . McAlester 

55. Poteau 

56. Chickasha 

57. Hugo 

58. OST 

59 . Proprietary 

60. Other 

61. Does not apply 
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Coding List E 

Indian Tribes Resident to the 
Creek Indian Nation 



01 . 


Creek 


02. 


Seminole 


03 . 


Euchee 


04. 


Chicasaw 


05. 


Choctaw 


06. 


Cherokee 


U / . 


Kickapoo 


08. 


Pawneo 


09. 


Pone a 


10 . 


Potawa tomi 


. 11. 


Sac and Fox 


12 . 


Osage 


13. 


Shawnee 


14. 


Kiowa 


15. 


Commanche 


16. 


Seneca 


17. 


Delaware 


18. 


Cayuga 


19. 


Shoshoni 


20. 


Quapaw 


21. 


Sioux 


22. 


Chippewa 


23. 


Navajo 


24. 


Winnebago 


25. 


Hopi 


26. 


Pueblo 


27. 


Other 


28. 


None 
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Coding List F 
Degree of Indian Blood Quantum 



01. 


0 






02. 


1/8 






03. 


2/8 


or 


1/4 


04. 


3/8 






05. 


4/8 


or 


1/2 


06. 


5/8 






07. 


6/8 


or 


3/4 


08. 


7/8 






09. 


8/8 


or 


4/4 
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Coding List G 
Tribal 'towns with Creek Indian Nation 



01. 


Coweta 


24. 


Talmochassee 


02. 


Broken Arrow 


25. 


Eufaula 1 


03. 


Cheyaha 


26. 


Eufaula 2 


04. 


Locharpoka 


27. 


Pakantalahassee 


05. 


Conchartey 


28. 


Hillabee 


06. 


Hitchita 


29. 


Char tar ksofka 


07. 


Cussohta 


30. 


Kichopa take 


08. 


Taskeko 


31. 


Artussee 


09. 


Tulsa (Canadian) 


32. 


Tallahossochee 


10. 


Tulsa (Little River) 


33. 


All£d3amina 


11. 


Noyarka 


34. 


Osochee 


12. 


Akfaske 


35. 


Oeokofke 


13. 


Arbfekoche 


36. 


Okcharye 


14. 


Arbeka 


37. 


Ocheyapof a 


15. 


Arbeka 2nd. - 


38. 


Talwathakko 


16. 


Greenleaf 


39. 


!t*alartega 


17. 


Oewohka 


40. 


Hutschechapa 


18. 


Fish Pond 


41. 


Quasssurtey — 1 


19. 


Thlopthlocco 


42. 


Quassartey — 2 


20. 


Tokebachee 


43. 


Yoochee 


21. 


Thewahley 


44. 


Big Spring 


22. 


Kialiga 


45. 


Don't know 


23. 


Tokpafka 


46. 


None 
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Codincj List H 



Occupational Skill Listing 

01. Industrial Production 

(Foundry workers - machinists - printers - assemblers - welders) 

02. Office Occupations 

(ClerkJj - accountants - lawyers - administrators - secretary) 

03. Service Occupations 

(Building custodian - cooks & chefs - waitresses - barber - policeman - 
mail carriers) 

04. Educational Occupations 

(Teachers - librarians - teachers aide - community worker) 

05. Sales Occupations 

(Automotive sales - insurance agents - service station attendants) 

06. Construction Occupations 

(Bricklayers - carpenters - electricians - painters - roofers - plximber 

07. Occupations in Transportation Activities 

(Air Traffic controllers - railroad brakeman - truck or taxi driver) 

08. Scientific and Technical Occupations 
(Foresters - engineers - chemists - draftsmen) 

09. Mechanics and Repairmen 

(Telephone serviceman - automobile repairman - TV and radio repairmen - 
diesel mechanic - air-conditioning repairman) 

10. Health Occupations 

(Dentist - physician - nurse - speech pathologist - community worker) 

11. Social Scientists 

(Anthropologists - historians - soc i^^iogists) 

12. Social Science Occupations 

(School counselor - clergyman - social worker) 

13. Common Laborers 
(Farm Laborer) 

14* Occupations in Art & Design 

(Artist - designer - architect) 

15. Disabled 

16. Does not apply 
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